Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



600090798$ 




■/ 



2llt A 



r 



sc 



600090798$ 




'^ik- )■ 



'Tc 



SCRIPTURE BAPTISM, 



A SERIES OF 



jfttmiliat XtiUn tn a Jftitnit, 



IN REPLY TO " CHRISTIAN BAPTISM," BY THE HON. AND 

EEV. BAPTIST NOEL, M.A. 



BY 

HENRY J. GAMBLE. 



** He that is first in his own cause seemeth just ; but his neighbour 
cometh and searcheth him." — Pbov. xviii. 17. 



LONDON: 
JOHN SNOW, 35, PATEENOSTER ROW. 



HDOOCL. 



LONDON : 

THOMAS RABRIkD, PRINTEB, EILVkB 8TKEET, 
FALCON 6QCABE. 




BeiiiiotinE. 



€fl till! Ura. W. S. Mipr, S.B., XXJ., ,f J.S., rtr. 



Deab and Honofbed Fbiend, 

Be pleased to accept the dedication of this volume 
as a tribute of my high esteem. It is my privilege to be 
associated with you, as a son with a father, in the pastoral 
office. Your teader sympathy amidst domestic trouble — 
your anxious solicitude for my failing health — (now merci- 
fiilly restored) — your zealous co-operation in every effort for 
the advancement of the cause of Christ (notwithstanding 
the growing infirmities of age) have drawn still closer that 
bond of affection, which has rendered our union so delight- 
ful to all who have witnessed it, and so pleasant to ourselves. 
I venture to indulge the hope, that no sentiment will be 
found in the pages of this book contrary to that spirit of 
love which you have exemplified through a long and successftil 
ministry ; and I offer the fervent prayer, that the light of 
that Gospel which you have so faithfully preached, may gild 
and soften the evening shadows of your declining years. 

Believe me, 
Dear Sir, 
Your faithful and affectionate Friend, 
Heney John Gamble. 

Lyndhurst Boad, Camberwell. 
Dec. 1849. 



PEEFACE. 



I HAVE endeavoured, in writing the follow- 
ing Letters, to review the principal arguments 
of Mr. Noel's Essay in as brief and concise 
a manner as possible. No one entertains a 
higher respect than myself for the esteemed 
and amiable author, from whose opinions, on 
this subject at least, I am compelled to 
differ ; and deep will be my regret if any ex- 
pression in these pages should give pain to his 
mind. I have long believed that it is pos- 
sible to conduct controversy in such a manner 
as to speak the "truth in love;" and, if I 
have failed in doing so, the error is not 
from design, but the infirmity of our cor- 
rupt and fallen nature. 
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IV PREFACE. 

it with the desire of promoting the interests 
of truth, and firmly persuaded that, whatever 
may become of our conflicting opinions, or 
respective denominations, the trtUh must even- 
tiuMy prevaiL 



SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 



LETTER I. 



THB COUUIBSIOir. 



My Dbab Friend, 

YoTT inform me that you have 
read with great interest Mr. Noel's essay on 
Christian baptism^ and that you should be glad 
if I would give you my opinion respecting it. 

I have read the book, perhaps, with still 
greater interest than you have done; for having 
once entertained views of a similar character 
to those which it advocates, I was anxious tp 
learn whether Mr. Noel, in his *^ Independent 
Testimony,'* had more powerful reasons to 
advance in favour of believer's baptism than 
others had advanced. 

It is unquestionably an able book, but I am 
not aware that there is a single argument in it 

B 



2 SCRIPTUBB BAPTISM. 

which has not been urged before, and in my 
humble judgment been fully answered. 

It may seem^ therefore, a needless and 
almost presumptuous task for me to attempt an 
answer. The only apology I can offer is, that, 
I have long been desirous of publicly express- 
ing the sentiments which I hold on this impor- 
tant subject, and that many will read a professed 
reply who would not read other works on 
baptism, though far more worthy of their 
perusal than these familiar letters which I am 
about to address to you. 

It will, of course, be utterly impossible for- 
mally to notice every section of Mr. Noel's 
essay. I shall aim, however, to present before 
you his principal arguments. 

I quite agree with Mr. Noel that the com- 
mission given by our Lord to his apostles. 
Matt, xxviii, 18 — 20, *^ All power is given to 
me in Heaven and on earth : go ye therefore 
and teach, (disciple,) all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost; teaching them 
to observe all things whatsoever I have com- 
manded you," "records the institution of 
baptism, and declares its perpetuity." 

I also agree with him, that the baptism here 
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spoken of is a baptism of the body, not *^in 
water," but with water, and of the mind with 
the Spirit. 

I believe, however, that the commission does 
not restrict baptism to believers, but, " that all 
serious applicants ought to be baptized, and 
then instructed that they may become dis- 
ciples." 

Mr. Noel's chief objections to this interpre- 
tation are the following : — 

First. "Without previous knowledge of 
Christ, and faith in Christ, the nations would 
not be baptized ; and to command the disciples 
to baptize the nations before they were con- 
verted, was to command what was impracti- 
cable,"— p. 20. 

But who has ever contended that we should 
baptize such adults as had no " previous know- 
ledge of Christ ? " The aposfles first preached 
and then baptized. In their preaching there 
were explicit statements respecting Christ, 
such as led to the conversion of many who 
heard them. But others, (as for instance, 
Simon Magus), who were not actually con- 
verted, might become so impressed as to lead 
them to desire this rite of initiation unto the 
school of Christ. There is nothiog more im- 

B 2 



4 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

practicable in baptizing a serious applicant^ 
than in baptizing a false professor. 

Second. " If baptism precedes discipleship, 
so does instruction in all the details of obe- 
dience; for the second and third commands 
being both participles present, must be syn- 
chronical. Hence no man can be a disciple 
till he is instructed in all the details of obe- 
dience, as well as baptized, which is contrary 
to the common use of language and contrary to 
fact,"— p. 21. 

Nr. Noel has evidently mistaken the views 
which he combats, or he would not have ex- 
pressed himself thus. 

What we contend for is, that according to 
the terms of the commission, disciples are not 
to be made previous to baptizing and teaching, 
but that by baptizing and teaching we are 
to make disciples. What if baptism and teach- 
ing are both present participles ? This indicates 
nothing more than that baptism is to be accom- 
panied by instruction, but it is a gratuitous as- 
sumption, that, ^^ hence no man can become a 
disciple until he is instructed in all the details 
of obedience." We fulfil the injunctions of 
this commission, when we pursuade those whom 
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we have baptized to submit to instruction; and 
quite agree with Mr. Noel, that it is contrary 
to fact to call those only disciples who have 
been instructed in aU the details of Christian 
obedience. 

Third. Passing by the third objection with 
the remark that it is not true, according to our 
interpretation, that men are taught to obey the 
conmiands of Christ before they become his 
disciples, — ^for we teach that in obeying his 
commands they are constituted his followers — 
let us notice an objection far more serious than 
any hitherto advanced. 

Fourth. "No man is made a disciple by 
being baptized, and being taught the details 
of Christian obedience, but by hearing and 
receiving the doctrine of Christ," — ^p. 21. 

Mr. Noel elsewhere (p. 30,) asserts that 
disciple means a believer, and argues, that 
** assuming the name disciple might be given 
to an unconverted man, who sought instruc- 
tion in the Christian religion, it was not such a 
disciple that Jesus desired to make." Let us 
examine this. A disciple is a "scholar, a 
learner, a follower of a teacher." — Robinson. 
By this phrase those persons were designated 
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who became the followers of John the Baptist^ 
and the same term is applied to the followers of 
our Lord during the time of hispersonalministry. 

It is evident that it does not signify a be- 
liever in either of these cases^ — a believer, I 
mean, in the evangelical sense, in which we 
employ the word. The disciples of John were 
ignorant of the Messiah, and were sent by John 
to ask Him, *^ Art thon He that should come ? " 

Of the followers of Christ it is said, " From 
that time went many of His disciples back, and 
walked no more with Him." So obvious, 
indeed, is the meaning of this phrase, that a 
Baptist writer affirms, " The Saviour taught 
most distinctly the spiritual nature of His 
kingdom, — and yet yielding to the spirit of 
Judaism, the time not having arrived for its 
absolute and everlasting extinction. He seems 
to have admitted into His kingdom precisely 
the same class of persons as John the Baptist had 
done before Him — all who acknowledged their 
belief in the near appearance of the Messiah. 
Seal conversion teas not, therefore, indispen- 
sable to constitute a disciple of Christ during 
His life and ministry"* 

* For whom is Christian Baptism designed ? — By Thomas 
MOEELL, pp. 39, 40. 
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Yet Mr. Noel calls this a " low meaning" 
of the word disciple. Whether it be a " low 
meaning" or not, it is the only strict and 
literal meaning, as any lexicon will prove. It 
has, undoubtedly, in some passages of the 
Acts of the Apostles, a secondary meaning, 
viz., believers ; but good reason must be shown 
why, in the passage before us, we should 
depart from a literal and adopt a figurative in- 
terpretation. 

The question for us decide is, in what sense 
would the apostles understand it ? They would 
surely interpret it in the same way as they had 
been accustomed to do. Both John and the 
Saviour had discipled their followers by bap- 
tism and teaching; and it is not very likely 
they would depart from a custom sanctioned 
by such examples. 

Schleusner, whom Mr. Noel quotes, thus 
renders MaQnrevojy " To draw any one to the 
Christian religion, to imbue any one with the 
first elements of the Christian religion." 

The apostles were capable of fulfilling the 
terms of such a commission as this; but not 
the commission as Mr. Noel interprets it. Mr. 
Noel argues that the baptism spoken of in this 
verse must mean water baptism, and not 
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spiritual baptism, ** because the apostles were 
unable to baptize in the Holy Ghost.'' The 
same kind of argument may be used in the 
case before us. It is the work of God to con* 
vert sinners and constitute them genuine be* 
lievers; therefore^ the disciples, whom the 
apostles were to make, could only be such as 
they could persuade to learn the great truths 
of Christianity. Disciple, baptizing, and teach" 
i^/ — such are the injunctions of the com- 
mission. With these the apostles complied. 
Wherever they went they constituted multi- 
tudes who heard them the subjects of evangeli- 
cal instruction. 

But you are ready to urge Mr. Noel's reply 
to this, "That the Saviour wished to have 
true followers, not false ones," — p. 81. Un- 
doubtedly, But this, I suppose, is equally 
true of the personal ministry of our Lord. He 
did not toish to gather round him a band of 
insincere followers ; for he expressly informed 
such as followed him, " If ye continue in my 
word then are ye my disciples indeed ;" and 
yet he called all who were wiUing to learn his 
" disciples." He did not *^ despise the day of 
small things." He knew that the glorious 
truths which he revealed would not burst with 
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noontide splendour upon their darkened minds ; 
but that patient teaching would be requisite 
to remove their prejudice and doubts. . He 
regarded all as sincere until they apostatized. 
I have no right to demand a higher qualifica- 
tion for baptism than the Saviour demanded, 
nor to withhold the name disciple from cha- 
racters to whom He applied it. 

There would be some force in Mr. Noel's 
objection, if the terms of the commission im- 
plied, that the apostles were merely to impart 
the " elementary notions of Christianity ;" but 
the first step in '^ turning men from the power 
of satan imto God" is by imparting these 
*' elementary notions.'* After the apostles had 
baptized, they taught ^^ the way of the Lord 
more perfectly ;" and where the Spirit applied 
the teaching, the result was genuine conversion 
to God. 

Let us now examine the argument from the 
" structure of the passage." 

There has been much able writing on both 
sides the controverted question : whether the 
expressions, disciple^ baptizing, teaching, are 
to be regarded as distinct commands to be ob- 
served in the order of the word, or whether 
the participle, baptizing, employed in connexion 
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with the verb disciple, denotes an action to be 
accomplished in fulfilling the injunction con- 
tained in the verb. 

Mr. Noel quotes a number of passages in 
which present participles occur— *^ expressing 
actions which immediately follow the action of 
the verb with which they are connected, and 
are accessories to it," — ^p. 22. It would be 
very easy for me to adduce a number of pas- 
sages quite as numerous, in which the par- 
ticiple is used as signifying the means. But 
I confess that I am inclined strongly to the 
opinion of Mr. Morell, that ^^ this kind of con- 
struction is manifestly very indefinite ; so much 
so, that it seems impossible to establish any 
uniform principle of interpretation. The only 
safe and certain rule, therefore, is to adopt that 
interpretation which is best supported by the 
particular circumstances, the connexion of the 
passage, and the analogy of the faith." 

First. In order to establish his principle of 
interpretation, Mr. Noel must show, that dis- 
ciple means to convert or constitute believers. 
When he has done this, by clear and satisfac- 
tory evidence, he wiU do something to prove 
that we are to regard the participle adjuncts as 
accessories to the verb, and not as expressing 
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the means of carrying into effect the injunc- 
tions which it gives. 

Second. K the participles which foflow the 
verb are to be regarded as enjoining the per- 
formance of consecutive acts, then Mr. Noel 
has no right to violate their order. If he wiU 
baptize none but those whom he has converted, 
to be consistent, he should teach none but 
those whom he has baptized. 

I am not disposed to attach so much value 
to the opinions of those commentators from 
whom he has so freely quoted, in support of 
his interpretation of this passage— Calvin, 
Diodati, Henry, Poole, Boothroyd, Benson, 
Scott, Campbell, Valpy, Bloomfield ; as to the 
authorities which support what I conceive to 
be the true meaning of the commission. Pro- 
fessor Wilson, in his elaborate work on Baptism, 
quotes Kuinoel, Fritysche, and Olshausen, 
^^ who represent the passage as misunderstood 
by those who extract from it the injunction, 
^ instruct first and then baptize.' " He then 
proceeds : *^ The judgment of Lightfoot de- 
Uberately pronounced wiU exercise on many 
minds a more decided influence. That learned 
Hebraist, who brought the stores of Jewish 
literature to bear on the exegesis of the com- 
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mission^ explains the structure on the very 
principle adopted by Kuinol and Olshausen. 
Disciples^ he obserres^ sire made^ not on the 
principle of having been previously instructed, 
but with a view to their training by the 
Master whose disciples they become. This 
he illustrates by referring to a certain Gentile, 
who said to Hillel the Great, ^^Make me a 
proselyte in order that you may instruct me.*' 
The party must first be proselytized, and after- 
wards taught. Lightfoot then applies his 
Babbinical parallel to the commission : ^^ With 
such arguments and authors before us, it would 
be more valorous than safe to argue from 
Maflt}T6i;jaT6,* the necessity of religious instruc- 
tion, as a pre-requisite for baptism." 

I must do Professor Wilson the justice to 
say that, though a Psedo-baptist, he believes 
that this instruction, previous to baptism, is 
enjoined ; but he adds, " Our conviction is 
equally firm, that the warrant for it cannot be 
found in the mere command to disciple all 
nations, baptizing them^ 

Mr. Noel argues that discipleship precedes 
baptism, from the words employed by the 

• ** Sic. fMtB'^TBVffacTS primuni per baptismum et deindiB 
J*J«JX6T6 aurovs,'* — ^Wilson on InfjMit Baptism, p. 346» 
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Saviour, " Go ye and disciple unto the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost." " Baptizing them unto the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost, means consecrating them unto 
the name of the Triune God." 

'* How can an unconverted man make this 
profession without hypocrisy or presumption? 
Certainly, our Lord ordained that they should 
consecrate themselves to Him first, and then 
profess it by immersion in water unto His 
name," — p. 35, 36, These words baptizing 
them "unto the name," or " for the name," ex- 
plains the meaning of the baptismal rite. They 
are used by the administrator to denote that 
the person baptized is set apart for God. The 
Greek preposition sis denotes that which is 
future,, and is more appropriately translated 
for than unto. In the same way as the Jewish 
nation were baptized for Moses, so disciples 
are baptised for the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Ghost. There is no profession in either 
case, but dedication. 

I am surprised to find that Mr. Noel attaches 
so much importance to the order of the words 
employed in the parallel passage Mark xvi, 
16, " He that believeth and is baptized shall 
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be saved." If, however, Mr. Noel regards as 
important the order of such expressions as 
*^ He that believeth and is baptized/' he ought 
to attach equal importance to such expressions 
as these, Mark i, 4, ^^ John did baptize in the 
wilderness, and preach the baptism of repent- 
ance for the remission of sins." Matt, iii, 11, 
^*I indeed baptize you with water imto 
repentance." Acts ii, 38, *^ Repent, and be 
be baptized, for the remission of sins, and ye 
shall receive the Holy Ghost." In each of 
these passages great spiritual blessings are 
represented as following baptism, not pre- 
ceding it. There is still another passage, which 
perhaps will illustrate more clearly and forcibly 
than any other, the point I am anxious to 
establish. You will find it in the discourse of 
our Lord to Nicodemus, John iii, 6. *' Except 
a man be bom of water and of the spirit, he 
cannot enter into the kingdom of God." 

Mr. Noel refers to this passage, p. 88, and 
in explaining it, says, " There is in words an 
order of emphasis as well as of time." Where 
is the emphasis in these words ? " The wat6r," 
says Mr. Noel, ^* is mentioned before the spirit, 
because the thought to be conveyed to Nico- 
depaus, that regeneration by the spirit was the 
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essential thing required, that this spiritual re- 
generation should be mentioned last." Very 
plausible, Mr. Noel ; but with all due sub- 
mission, the great object which our Lord had 
in view in his discourse with Nicodemus was 
to show him not merely how he could become 
regenerated, but how he could become a 
member of His kingdom^ sharing all its pri- 
vileges, and participating in all its blessings. 
This membership was to be effected in a two- 
fold way. By his being born of water, that 
is, by baptism, which was the visible sign of 
membership ; and by his being bom of the 
Spirit, which would enlighten his mind and 
saactify his heaxt. Here then is a passage in 
which baptism is spoken of by our Lord as 
preceding the spiritual birth. 

Surely, when Mr. Noel appeals with so 
much confidence to the promise, "He that 
believeth and is baptized," as a proof that 
belief must precede baptism, we may appeal 
with equal confidence to the declaration of 
our Lord, " Except a man be bom of water, 
and of the Spirit," (literally, be baptized and 
converted,) " he cannot enter the kingdom of 
God," as a proof that baptism may precede con- 
version. I shall have to enter into an exami- 
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nation of this verse, while considering it in 
its bearing upon Infant Baptism, so that I 
must content myself for the present with these 
remarks as to the argument to be employed 
from the order of the words. 

Believe me. 

Yours tnily, 

H. J. Gamble. 



I 
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LETTEE II. 

SCBIPTUEE BAPTISM. 

My Dear Friend, 

The second chapter of Mr. Noel's 
book is employed in vindicating the doctrine 
of believer's baptism ; and as we have examined 
the structure of the commission, we are now 
prepared to consider the nature of the various 
baptisms recorded in the New Testament. 
We have, however, first to examine 

JEWISH BAPTISM. 

Mr. Noel beKeves that proselyte baptism 
was practised by the Jews, I am afraid that 
many of his Baptist brethren will be much 
surprised at his avowal of such a belief, and 
will look forward to the time when their 
'^ young brother," as a writer in the Baptist 
Magazine politely calls him, will, by a perusal 
of their works (which he has not yet read !) 
be taught to regard it as a vain tradition. I 
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scarcely^ however^ anticipate this ; admitting 
that there is a contrariety of opinion^ as it 
regards this practice^ amongst some of the 
most eminent scholars^ stilly the fact that cere- 
monial purifications by water were required of 
the Jews, renders it certain that similar purifi- 
cations would be required of those heathens 
who became proselytes to the Jewish faith. In 
Numbers xv, 15, 16, we read "One ordinance 
shall be both for you of the congregation, and 
also for the stranger that sojoumeth with you, 
an ordinance for ever in your generations : as 
ye are, so shall the stranger be before the Lord. 
One law and one manner shall be for you, and 
for the stranger that sojoumeth with you." 
Again, Niimbers xix, 17 — 19, a passage Mr, 
Noel has cited, " For an unclean person they 
shall take of the ashes of the burnt heifer of puri- 
fication for sin, and running water shall be put 
thereto in a vessel ; and the clean person shall 
sprinkle upon the unclean on the third day, 
and on the seventh day : and on the seventh 
day he shaU purify himself, and wash his 
clothes, and bathe himself in water, and shall 
be clean at even." 

Those who deny that proselyte baptism 
was practised before the time of our Lord's 
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incarnation^ admit that it was practised about 
two centuries after. Is it, however, probable 
that the Jews would administer this rite in 
imitation of Christian baptism, jealous as they 
were of that new religion whose Founder they 
had crucified, and whose disciples they per* 
secuted with unrelenting hatred ? 

Admitting, then, proselyte baptism, Mr. Noel 
thus reasons respecting it : — " The proselyte 
was not baptized that he might afterwards be 
taught how to become a Jew, but because he 
now became one. As repentance for heathenism 
and faith on the authority of Moses were to 
precede Jewish baptism, so repentance for sin 
and faith in the Eedeemer were to precede 
Christian baptism," — p. 48. 

If the teaching did not constitute the pro- 
selyte a Jew, but the baptism, we have here ail 
analogy between proselyte baptism and the 
apostolic practice. Mr. Noel cannot mean to 
affirm that the proselyte was recognized as a 
Jew previous to his baptism ; for it was the 
ceremonial purification which consecrated him 
a disciple of Moses. Baptism could only in- 
troduce him into the external privileges of the 
Jewish Church ; it did not impart to him that 
spiritual purity aad knowledge, without which 

2 
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he would be but " a Jew outwardly." Where 
is the parallel between the repentance and 
feith which Baptists require previous to the 
administration of baptism^ and that which 
Mr. Noel informs us was required of the 
heathen previous to his baptism into the Jewish 
Church ? Was the repentance of the proselyte 
a." godly sorrow ?" Was his faith "justifying 
faith?" or did his repentance and faith amount 
to more than an '* expressed willingness" to 
renounce his idolatry^ and become a disciple of 
Moses ? I have no objection to use Mr. Noel's 
own words: "Jewish baptism was intended 
for none but believers in Moses. Christian 
baptism is intended for none but believers in 
Christ."* But will Mr. Noel be content that 
the candidate for Christian baptism shall possess 
the same kind of belief as was possessed by 
the candidate for Jewish baptism ? We advance 
to the consideration of the 

BAPTISM OF JOHN. 

The third chapter of Matthew furnishes us 
with the first account of baptism, as practised 
by John, the forerunner of our Lord. In 

* I am now speaking of adult baptism. The Jewish 
proseljte was baptized with his family. 
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perusing this account, it cannot have escaped 
your notice that the Evangelist enters into no 
description of the institution of this ordinance. 
From the absence of this, it appears to me very 
evident that the Jews were famiKar with it 
before. On any other supposition it seems in- 
credible, that a whole nation shoidd flock to 
his baptism, and submit to it without any in- 
quiry as to the origin or meaning of the rite. 
We may, therefore, expect to find an analogy 
between Jewish baptism and the baptism of 
John. 

But Mr. Noel argues, that John required 
spiritual qualifications from all the candidates 
for his baptism, "because the prophets predicted 
that he was to turn many of the children of 
Israel to the Lord their God, and to make 
ready a people prepared for the Lord ; and 
that we have no evidence of the fulfilment of 
these predictions, except that multitudes were 
baptized of Him," — ^p. 49, 50. 

The description given of the numbers bap- 
tized by John is fatal to this argiiment. We 
read in Luke, ^* of the multitude that came 
forth;" whilst Mark, still more explicit, in- 
forms us, " There went out to him all the land 
of Judea^ and they, of Jerusalem, and were all 
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baptized of him in the river Jordan." Great 
excitement appears to have been produced by 
the preaching of John. " The voice crying in 
the ^demess,-the kingdom of heaven is at 
hand," awakened the expectation so long en- 
tertained of a coming Messiah. 

Crowds gathered on the banks of the Jor- 
dan, and alarmed by his stem but faithful 
ministry, " confessed their sins." Amongst 
these crowds were Pharisees, Sadducees, pub- 
licans, and soldiers. He exhorted them to be 
just, to be charitable, and to be contented ; and 
in explaining to them the nature of his bap- 
tism, said, I baptize you, ^^that ye may re- 
form." * 

Observe the terms that are used in reference 
to this baptism. So far from reading that re- 
pentance and faith were essential pre-requisites, 
we are informed that it was a baptism *^ unto 
repentance." It was " a baptism of repentance 
for the remission of sins." " John baptized the 
people, saying that they should believe on Him 
that is to come." 

Now my argument is this : if we are to re- 
gard even the majority of those whom John 
baptized, as " penitent believers," then the 

* Campbell. 



SCEIPTITRE BAPTISM. 28 

Jewish nation was converted. I say nothing of 
the impracticability of John's examining the 
characters of those who came to be baptized, or 
of the equal impracticability of each making 
" earnest and full confession of sin," when so 
many thousands were waiting for the adminis- 
tration of the rite. Admit all this, and you 
arrive at a conclusion, which there is not a 
single fact in the evangelical narrative to sus- 
tain. If Mr. Noel's quotations from the pro- 
phets prove anything in favour of his views, 
they prove too much. It was predicted that 
John should turn many of the children of Israel 
to the Lord their God. We have no evidence 
of this, says Mr. Noel, except that multitudes 
were baptized of him. So we are to regard 
these multitudes as converted characters. Be 
it so; but will the narrative bear us out in 
forming so favourable an estimate of their 
piety ? 

^^ He came to his own, and his own received 
him not " Then this baptized nation rejected 
the Messiah. *' Oh, that thou hadst known, 
even thou, in this thy day, the things that be- 
long to thy peace :" then this baptized tuition 
was mourned over by the Saviour, as aban- 
doned and lost. Will Mr. Noel show us these 
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"professed penitent believers?" We know 
that z,few devout men waited for "the consola- 
tion of Israel ;" and doubtless the prophecy was 
fulfilled^ which declared that John's ministry 
should " make ready a people prepared for the 
Lord." But where were the ^^ multitudes'^ — 
" the all of Jerusalemy and iJie all of Judea f " 
Mr. Noel considers it another proof of repent- 
ance^ that they were baptized of him in Jordan^ 
" confessing their sins." 

I have admitted that the preaching of the 
Baptist produced a powerful effect, and led to 
the acknowledgment of sin. But is the con- 
fession of sin, however " full or earnest," in 
itself a proof of repentance ? Balaam confessed 
sin, when he said, "I have sinned;" Saul con- 
fessed sin, when he said, "I have sinned;" 
Judas confessed sin, when he said, " I have 
sinned ; " but there was no true repentance in 
either case. We require, therefore, a stronger 
proof than this, that the multitudes baptized 
were penitent believers. 

I notice that Mr. Noel says, " such confes- 
sions show that many of those baptized by John 
were real penitents." What right, however, 
has Mr. Noel to conclude that many were 
penitents? for it is said, all confessed their 
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sins. I do not question the fact that there 
were penitents amongst the crowds whom John 
baptized ; but I do demur to the proof which 
Mr. Noel adduces. 

FIRST BAPTISMS BY THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST. 

At the same time that John was baptizing^ 
the disciples of our Lord began to administer 
this rite. Numerous as were those who flocked 
to the baptism of John, equally numerous were 
those who flocked to the baptism of the dis- 
ciples. John iii, 25, 26, ^^ Then there arose a 
question between some of John's disciples and 
the Jews about purifying :" (what a light does 
this expression throw upon the nature of 
baptism,) ^^ and they came unto John, and said 
unto him, Eabbi^ he that was with thee beyond 
Jordan, to whom thou bearest witness, behold 
the same baptizeth, and all men come to him." 
But we nowhere read of any conditions of 
baptism appointed by our Lord. If penitence 
and faith were the conditions, then we must 
conclude that the ministry of our Lord was 
eminently successftd; and yet, at the time of 
his ascension, there were only '* one himdred 
and twenty'* who composed the Church at Jeru- 
salem. 
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Mr. Noel triumphantly quotes the brief re- 
cord, which states that ** Jesus made and bap- 
tized more disciples than John." — John iv, 1. 
^^ The disciples, therefore, baptized those only 
who were first made their fellow disciples," — 
p. 62. I cannot accept this interpretation. The 
Greek word xai, is used in various senses ; some- 
times it is a copulative, at other times it is an ex* 
plicative. Is it here used as a copulative or as 
an explicative ? Let us look at the connexion, 
and perhaps we shall be able to decide. The 
hostility of the Pharisees against our Lord was 
occasioned by the report which reached them 
of the number of his disciples. But what was 
the proof that he made disciples ? the fact that 
he baptized, for he baptized more than John. 
The phrase then may be rendered, — "He 
made, even baptized more disciples than John." 

APOSTOLIC BAPTISMS. 

In examining the apostoKc baptisms, we na- 
turally expect that they will accord with those 
administered by the disciples under the direc- 
tion of our Lord. It is surely not unreason^ 
able to suppose that our Lord, when com- 
manding the apostles to baptize, would explain 
to them the points of difference, — ^between 
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the baptisms they had administered, and 
those they were to administer, — ^if any points 
of diiFerence existed. I need scarcely say, that 
there is no such explanation given. On the 
contrary, there is a close analogy between the 
baptism of '' all Jerusalem, Judea, and the re- 
gion round about," and the baptism that was 
to include ^^ all nations." 

Let me, however, at the outset of our inquiry, 
guard you against supposing that I deny the 
baptism of penitent believers by the apostles ; 
unquestionably, amongst the multitudes bap- 
tized, there were thousands of them saved. The 
proposition which I am desirous of establishing 
is this : — that baptism, as administered by the 
apostles, was not on account of the accredited 
penitence and faith of the applicants, but that 
they administered it to all who sought instruc- 
tion in the great truths of the Gospel, avowing 
their belief in the Messiahship of Christ, as a 
symbol of that spiritual purity which is promised 
to all who seek it. 

BAPTISM OF THE THREE THOUSAND AT THE DAY 
OF PENTECOST, ACTS II. 

I admit that three thousand souls were con- 
verted on this memorable day; but there is no 
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evidence that their conversion preceded thei 
baptism. After the Apostle Peter had se 
before them the proofs of the Messiahshl] 
of Christ, and charged them with the guil 
of his crucifixion, they were ** pricked to th 
heart," and exclaimed, men and brethren wha 
shall we do? In answer to this inquiry th 
apostle replied, " Repent and be baptized ever 
one of you for the remission of sins, and y 
shall receive the Holy Ghost,'* May I requej 
your attention to the following remarks on thi 
narrative. 

First. Upon the supposition that these wer 
to be penitent believers previous to baptisn 
the exhortation of the apostle should have beei 
—Repent every one of you for the remission c 
sins, and be baptized. A penitent believer hs 
received the forgiveness of sins and the gi 
of the Holy Ghost ; yet these invaluable bles« 
ings are represented, not as preceding, but z 
foUowing baptism. 

Second. It would have been impossible fc 
the multitude to have rendered immedial 
obedience to the exhortation — ^^ be baptized, 
if none but penitent believers had been invite 
to comply with it. Time is requisite to te 
the sincerity of our convictions, and tl 
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genuineness of our faith. These are *' fruits 
meet for repentance^" and these are " things 
which accompany salvation," required by our 
Baptist brethren before they administer this rite. 
But Mr. Noel informs us that the *^ Apostles, 
without supernatural knowledge of other men's 
hearts, could discover the tokens of that sound 
conversion which so soon issued in remarkable 
piety and zeal." What were these tokens ? 

1. " The convictions of the multitude were 
deep and pungent." But have no convictions, 
as deep and pungent, become as the morning 
cloud and early dew ? and though subsequent 
events proved that this was not the case with 
those who were joined to the disciples on this 
day of Pentecost, still, in the absence of 
" supernatural knowledge " of their characters, 
it is incredible that the Apostles should have 
baptized all these applicants, if they regarded 
baptism as a profession of repentance and faith* 

2. " They testified much joy." They gladly 
received the word. But are there not many 
who gladly or joyfully receive the Gospel 
message, to whom the Gospel is not made ^Hhe 
power of God unto salvation ?" In Luke viii, 
13, we read, " They on the rock are they, which, 
when they hear, receive the ward with joy , 
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and these have no root which, for a while 
believe, and in time of temptation fall away." 
For aught the Apostles could tell, such might 
have been the characters of those who applied 
for baptism. 

3. *^ They expected persecution, shame, loss, 
death itself, as the consequence of their faith^ 
and would not offer themselves for baptism, 
without very strong belief and decided courage.'* 

It has been objected to this by Mr. Godwin, 
in his able work on Baptism, that ** they 
had no reason to expect persecution, because 
they were in favour with all the people.'* 
Mr. Noel's answer to this is rather curious. He 
gives us an account of a persecution which 
followed in a few months, and quotes the 
language of our Lord to His disciples , in which 
he warned them of the afliictions which awaited 
them. But waiving this ; persecution did not 
deter from a false profession. Has Mr. Noel for* 
gotten Ananias and Sapphira, and Simon Magus? 

Third. Although the exhortation to repent 
precedes the exhortation to be baptized, we 
are no where informed that repentance, in the 
sense of ^^ godly sorrow which worketh life," 
was exercised previous to baptism, by the 
three thousand who applied for it. 
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The sacred historian does not say, then, they 
that r^ented were baptized ; but they " that 
gladly received the word ; " — an expression 
which, as we have seen, is very far from indi- 
cating true repentance and faith. 

But why, it may be asked, does the exhorta- 
tion to repent precede the exhortation to be 
baptized ? 

I reply, that it was the natural, and, indeed, 
the only answer, which the Apostle could give 
to the inquiry, — What shall we do ? If his 
answer had been, " repent and be baptized," 
then it might afford an argument in favour of 
repentance, as a pre-requisite for baptism. But 
when he adds, — *^ For the remission of sins, and 
ye 5A0S receive the Holy Ghost," this argument 
is entirely set aside ; for the influence of the 
Spirit is essential to repentance,, and remission 
of sins immediately follows repentance. I 
cannot, therefore, attach any importance to the 
order of these words, in determining whether 
repentance and faith are required previous to 
baptism. Peter's -reply was not to the inquiry. 
Who are to be baptized ? but to the question, 
Who are to be saved? and its sum and subr 
stance is baptized penitents. 
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THE BAFTISM OF THE SAMABITANS^ 
Acts viii, 5—25, 

Confirms the view I have taken of the nature 
of baptism. Philip preached the gospel in the 
city of Samaria. " The people with one accord 
gave heed unto the things which he spake: 
and when they believed Philip preaching the 
things concerning the kingdom of God, and 
the name of Christ, they were baptized, both 
men and women." Mr. Noel seems to have 
obtained very minute information respecting 
the subjects of Philip's preaching. Not having 
access to the source from whence his informa- 
tion is derived, I must content myself with re- 
garding the chief topic of his preaching as the 
Messiahship of Christ. 

In first preaching the gospel, the great ob* 
ject which the Apostles had in view was to 
establish the doctrine of the Divine mission of 
the Son of God. But whatever was the sub- 
ject of Philip's preaching at Samaria, **the 
Samaritans believed," "and Simon himself 
believed also." Now, since Simon, who is 
called a believer in the 13th verse, is pro- 
nounced by Peter, in the 23rd verse, to be in 
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the gall of bitterness and the bonds of iniquity, 
so far from the context proving that we are to 
understand the phrase, believer, as here signi- 
fying the possessor of saving faith, it clearly 
indicates that it means confidence in the Mes- 
siahship of Christ. The word is used in pre- 
cisely the same sense in reference to the Sama- 
ritans. John iv, 41, 42, " And many more 
believed because of his own words ; and said 
unto the woman. Now we believe, not because 
of thy saying : for we have heard him our- 
selves, and know that this is indeed the Christ, 
the Saviour of the world." Mr. Noel says, 
that ^*the gift of the Spirit to the Samaritan 
was a testimony from God to their sincerity," 
p. 74. I do not question the sincerity of the 
greater part of them, but there is no reason to 
suppose that Simon would have been excluded 
from the participation in its gifts, unless he 
had offered money, and thus betrayed his 
lamentable ignorance. Nothing could have 
been easier than for the Apostles to have tested 
his sincerity before his baptism. Indeed, the 
fact of his having been a magician would seem 
to have rendered it desirable that greater care 
should have been exercised in his case than 
even with regard to others, to ascertain the 

D 
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genuineness of his conversion. Is it likely that 
without the slightest examinationy Philip should 
have baptized aU these Samaritans^ (Simon 
amongst them^) as penitent believers f 

BAPTISM OF THE EUNUCH. 
Acts yiii, 26—39. 

Here, you say, is A clear case in favour of the 
Baptists. But before you decide, calmly ex- 
amine the narrative of this baptism a^ recorded 
by the sacred historian. It is very evident 
that this Ethiopian was an inquirer after truth ; 
for when Philip, by " special revelation," was 
sent to him, he found him reading in his cha- 
riot, the Word of God, as he was returning 
from Jerusalem, whither he had gone to wor- 
ship. " The place of the Scripture which he 
read," was the affecting and beautiful descrip- 
tion given by the prophet Esaias, of the humi- 
liation and sufferings of Christ. Now mark his 
extreme ignorance. He said to Philip, ** I pray 
thee, of whom speaketh the Prophet this ?— of 
himself, or of some other man ?" Philip seized 
the opportunity thus afforded, of "preaching 
to him Jesus." That is, says Mr. Noel, he 
declared to him " the incarnation, the life, the 
miracles, the doctrine, the death, the resurrec- 
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tion^ the ascensioiiy the reign^ and the future 
advent of Jusus," — ^p. 16. The Eiinuch was so 
impressed by what he heard from the lips of 
his teacher, that he requested the rite of bap- 
tism to be administered to him ; and with this 
request Philip immediately compKed. The 
EvangeKst knew his previous ignorance ; an4 
even had the time permitted him to enter into 
such a lengthened description of the Saviour's 
doctrine, miracles, etc., as Mr. Noel supposes; 
still it does not follow that because Philip 
preached y therefore the Ethiopian was instructed. 
Doubtless he received important information ; 
but is it likely that in so ihort a space of time 
he would obtain such enlightened views of truth 
as would constitute him a fit subject for believers 
baptism ? Yes, you reply ; we read that when 
he requested baptism, Philip said to him, *' If 
thou believest with aU thine heart, thou may- 
est.** Jind he answered and said, " I believe 
that Jesus Christ is the Son of God." 

Mr. Noel does not cite this passage, because 
he knows that it is evidence which cannot be 
received. This is not genuine. It is not to be 
found in the most valuable manuscripts ; such 
as the Alexandrine, the Vatican, and the Eph- 
rem ; it is also excluded from the critical edi- 
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tions of the New Testament. This is very un- 
fortunate for our firiends ; but so it is^ and a 
disputed passage like the present should never 
be adduced. Neither is there any force in the 
reasoning that is founded upon it. Tet this is 
the text which is usually appealed to in de-s 
fence of believers' baptism^ and relied on as 
quite unanswerable. But even if we admit its 
genuineness^ it only teaches us that the Ethio- 
pian acknowledged the Divine mission of the 
Saviour^ and that his acknowledgment of this 
was regarded as a sufficient warrant for his 
baptism. 

But if it is not said that " he believed," you 
will remind me that it is said " he rejoiced." 
This joy, however, was not pretums to his bap- 
tism ; so that Philip could not learn from this 
that he was a penitent believer. It was joy, 
not resulting from his assurance of a personal 
interest in Christ, for time alone could give evi- 
dence of this, but, as Mr. Noel expresses it, 
"in his discovery of the way of salvation;" 
and I would add, in the enlarged and more 
accurate knowledge which he had acquired of 
that Saviour, in whose name he had been bap- 
tized, to whose doctrine he was pledged, and 
whose Messiahship he had thus acknowledged. 
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BAPTISM OF ^AUL, 
Acts ii, 1—20 ; xxii, 1—16. 

The next account of baptism contained in 
the Acts of the Apostles, is that of Saul. This 
bitter persecutor of the church is arrested on 
his wa,y to Damascus, by a personal appearance 
of the Saviour ; he is stricken to the ground, 
blinded by the dazzling light; he is led by the 
hand to Damascus, and is for three days with- 
out sight, and without meat and drink. It is, 
I think, impossible to read this affecting narra- 
tive without acknowledging that we have in 
the case of Saul a convicted, penitent sinner. 
But his knowledge of the truths of Christianity 
must have been very circumscribed; for he 
tells us, that it was through ignorance that he 
persecuted the Church. Nor do we read of 
his receiving any instruction until Ananias 
arrived at the house where he was fasting and 
praying. Immediately Ananias enters^ he com- 
mands him to arise and be baptized, and wash 
away his sins, calling upon the name of the 
Lord. Then up to this period his sins had not 
been washed away. But how was he to wash 
them away? Mr. Noel represents it as a 
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symbolical washing. He says— ^^ As confession 
must follow faith^ and yet is said to save^ so 
baptism may follow faith^ and yet be said to 
wash away sins," — p. 79. 

There are many objections to this : — 

First. We should never resort to a figurative 
exposition of any passage of Scripture, when 
that passage admits of a literal interpretation. 

In this instance there is no necessity for 
departing from the strictest and most literal 
interpretation 

Second. The observance of a ceremony which 
represents a duty, is not the performance of 
that duty, but the performance of a symbolical 
representation of it. 

Third. There is no analogy between baptism 
and confession. Confession saves, because it is 
necessarily connected with faith ; but no sudi 
necessary connection exists between baptism 
and faith. 

Ananias explained to Saul how he was to 
obtain forgiveness of sin ; — ^wash away thy sins, 
not figuratively by baptism, but literally by 
calling upon the name of the Lord; as we 
read, "whosoever shall call upon the name 
of the Lord shall be saved." 
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BAPTISM OF CORNELIUS, 
Acts X. 

Mr. Noel asserts that Cornelius was a believer 
at the time of his baptism, and to prove this 
quotes the description of his character, as given 
by the Apostle ; viz., ^^that he was a devout 
man, and one that feared God." It is very 
far from my intention to express any doubts as 
to the piety of Cornelius. StiU, up to the 
period of Peter's visit, he was imacquainted 
with the Gospel, and Peter was directed to 
speak to him words whereby he and all his 
house should be saved. Whilst Peter was 
speaking, (not " after,") the Holy Ghost feU 
on aU them that heard the words. These in- 
fluences of the Spirit were not such as im- 
parted graces, but miraculous gifts ; for those 
on whom they were poured spake with tongues. 
Immediately these miraculous gifts were con- 
ferred, Peter exclaimed, " Can any man forbid 
water that these should not be baptized, who 
have received the Holy Ghost as well as we ?" 
Undoubtedly, the *' repentance of these Gentiles 
was unto life," and " their hearts were purified 
by faith ;" but it was not on these accounts that 
Peter commanded them to be baptized. He 
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baptized them because they had received the 
Holy Ghost. Was there any special reason 
why this reception of the Holy Ghost con- 
stituted them fit subjects for Christian baptism ? 
There was. These men were Gentiles^ to 
whom Peter would not have even preached the 
Gospel^ so strong were his prejudices^ unless 
commanded by the vision which taught him 
that aU ceremonial distinctions were henceforth 
to be abolished. There were, moreover, some 
who accompanied Peter on his mission, whose 
prejudices were as strong as his had been. 
They are entitled, " They of the circumcision." 
These were astonished to find Gentiles receiving 
the privileges of Christianity, without con- 
formity to the rites of the ceremonial law; for, 
I suppose, they imagined that proseljrtes from 
the Gentiles must first enter the Jewish Church 
before they could be received into the Christian 
Church. But what was the evidence that 
these Gentiles might partake of all the blessings 
of the new dispensation ? the efiusion of the 
Spirit, witnessing by the miraculous gifts which 
He conferred that God was now no respecter of 
persons^ but would receive into His favour both 
Jews and OentiieSy grantii^ imto the latter 
as well as to the former, ^^ repentance unto 
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life." This was the warrant for their baptism. 
They were now eligible for Christian disciple- 
ship ; and the moment Peter is convinced of 
this, he asks, *'Can any man forbid water?" 
Had these miraculous gifts been intended to 
demonstrate the existence of repentance and 
faithj it seems natural to expect that they would 
have been communicated in other instances 
where the rite of baptism was administered. 
We might with propriety argue, that those 
who were baptized preyious to the communica- 
tion of these gifts were unconverted, if such 
were intended to prove the penitence and faith 
of Cornelius and his household. 

We advance to the consideration of the 

BAPTISMS OF LYDIA AND THE JAILOR OF 

PHILIPPI, 
Acts xvi, 11—15 J 22—34. 

In both these cases baptism was administered 
without any delay. Lydia was baptized hefore 
she left the river side ; and the jailor, in the jail 
at Flnlippi, on the same night during which the 
earthquake excited his fears. I leave it with 
you to decide what time, in either case, the 
Apostle had for entering into any details of 
the great system of salvation. It is true that 



42 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

both beUeved, and their beUef, whatever was 
its nature and extent, satisfied the Apostle as to 
the propriety of discipling them hy baptism; 
but I confidently affirm that no Baptist minister 
would baptize^ within so short a space of time^ 
two individuals who, up to the period of his con- 
versation with them, had been ignorant of the 
facts and doctrines of Christianity. He would 
wait for evidence both of penitence and faith. 
Indeed, if our Baptist brethren would imi- 
tate the promptitude of the Apostle, in their 
baptisms, our controversy would, as it regards 
adults, be brought to an end. Let, however, 
an instance be produced of the baptism of any 
individual by the Baptists, no longer delay oc- 
curring between the preaching and the baptism, 
than in the cases before us. 

BAPTISM OF THE CORINTHIANS, 

Acts xviii, 8. 

'^ Many of the Corinthians, hearing, believed, 
and were baptized." Mr. Noel says, that there 
is " no more reason to give the lowest sense to 
the word believed in that narrative, than there 
is in Mark xvi, 16," — ^p. 85. This is a very 
bold assertion. In Mark the faith spoken of is 
justifying and saving faith ; but since the same 
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term is used in Scripture in a lower sense, 
the context alone can determine whether 
we are to give it its lower or higher significa- 
tion. Now, look at the context. Paul had 
been proclaiming the Messiahship of Christ. 
It was this that the Corinthians had heard ; it 
was this, therefore, that they believed. No 
doubt, m many cases, this acknowledgment of 
Christ as the Messiah, was followed by the 
reception of Him as the Saviour ; but there can 
be as little doubt that, in many other cases, 
this acknowledgment of Christ was merely 
nonmial ; and we no where read of any exami- 
nation instituted by the Apostles to detect 
these nominal professors. Those who heard 
the Gospel and professed belief in it were im- 
mediately baptized. 

THE BAPTISM OF THE TWELVE EPHESIANS, 

Acts xix, 1, 7. 

This is a remarkable case. It seems that 
Paul found certain disciples at Ephesus, and 
having asked them *'Have ye received the 
Holy Ghost since ye believed?" they replied, 
" We have not so much as heard whether there 
be any Holy Ghost" " And he said unto them 
— ^Unto what then were ye baptized ? And they 
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said^ unto John's baptism. Then, said Paid, 
John verily baptized with the baptism of repent- 
ance, saying unto the people that they should 
believe on him which should come after him, 
that is, on Christ Jesus. When they heard 
this, they were baptized in the name of Christ." 
We have no other account besides this of 
the re-baptism of John's disciples ; but we 
have no evidence that they had been baptized 
by John himself previous to the death of our 
Lord. Dr. Halley supposes that they had 
been baptized by ApoUos, who knew only the 
baptism of John; and that John's baptism, 
^'though 8uj£cient as to its administration 
during the life of our Lord, so that none who 
received it, so far as we know, were re-baptized, 
yet was not suitable after His resurrection." 

Here, too, Mr. Noel asserts that these Ephe- 
sians were "baptized as believers in Christ." 
But in what sense, I ask again, is the phrase 

since ye believed," used by the Apostie ? 

Since they believed/^ they had not received the 
Holy Ghost — ^^ since they Idievedy^ they had 
not even heard of the Holy Ghost; and yet, 
without any explanation beyond that contained 
in the 4th verse, Paul baptized them. Surely 
the mere fact of their being disciples of John, 
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wajs no proof that they were beKevers,* and 
that they possessed those qualifications for 
baptism^ which are essential, if none but believers 
were baptized. I call them disciples of John, 
because they had never received Christian bap- 
tism. They were believers in the advent of 
Christ; but not beKevers in Him as having 
" died for their sins, and being raised for their 
justification." Had they thus believed, they 
would have both known and received the Holy 
Ghost. The same circumstances, whatever 
they were, whether the distance at which they 
resided firom Judea, or the imperfect know- 
ledge of their teacher, ApoUoa, which occasioned 
their ignorance of the gifbs and operations of 
the Spirit of God, would lead to similar igno- 
rance of the work and righteousness of Christ. 
What if they did receive the Holy Ghost after 
their baptism by the Apostle, was this an in- 
dubitable proof that Paul judged them be- 
lievers ? It only proved that he judged them 
sincere and earnest men, notwithstanding their 
ignorance; and that, like their teacher, they 
needed to learn the way of the Lord more per- 
fectly ; and, for aught we know, these Ephe- 

* I mean believers, as Mr. Noel understands and uses the 
term. 
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siaiis may be numbered at the last great day 
amongst those who shall say, "Lord, Lord, 
have we not prophecied in thy name," and to 
whom the Judge shall reply, *' I never knew 
you." I cannot think that Mr. Noel means us 
to imderstand, (though Mr. Barnes will support 
him in his interpretation), that miraculous en- 
dowments constituted that sealing of the Spirit 
to which the Apostle refers in his epistle to the 
Ephesians. If so, then believers at the present 
day, being destitute of these gifts, have not 
the earnest of their inheritance until the re- 
demption of the purchased possession.* 

We thus conclude our notice of the Apos- 
toUc baptisms ; and the conclusion at which I 
arrive is very different to that of Mr. Noel. 
Indeed, it was not the perusal of any works 
in favour of Paedo-baptism, which first awakened 
in my mind suspicion as to the scriptural cha- 
racter of the baptisms of that denomination to 
which Mr. Noel now belongs, but an investi- 
gation of those passages which have passed 
under our review. 

Mr. Noel attempts to dispose, in a very 

* " Since G-od, who knoweth the hearts, bear them witness, 
giving them the Holj Ghost, we may infer that they were 
believers before they were thus sealed with the Spirit," — ^p. 86. 
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summary way of the objections and " imagina- 
tions ! " urged against lus view of their meaning. 
First. These persons were generally baptized 
at once. He tells us that ^^ in the circumstances 
in which these converts were placed^ sudden 
conversions were to be expected," — p. 87. Un- 
doubtedly, instances of sudden conversion 
have occurred, but these have been so rare, 
that we are accustomed to speak of them as 
miraculous. Still, this is not the ordinary 
method of the Divine procedure. We have 
amongst the heathen fervent and devoted mis- 
sionaries ; but what time is requisite for their 
instruction in the great doctrines of the 
Christian Faith ? But even had these con- 
versions been as sudden as Mr. Noel supposes, 
this does not obviate — it does not touch our ob- 
jection — that the Apostles, in no instances, 
examined the spiritual character of the candi- 
dates for baptism. Here were men and women 
filled with Jewish prejudice or Gentile pride ; 
multitudes who had been worshippers of false 
gods, and knew nothing of Christianity, until 
they heard the Apostles preach. What could 
they know of the detail of its doctrines or of 
its duties ? Surely, if baptism is only to be 
administered to approved penitent believers. 
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there would have heen some previous examina- 
tion or instruction ! 

There zoos none. They were baptized the 
same day, and some the same hour. Why do 
not the Baptist missionaries amongst the 
heathen, imitate the Apostles* practice ? 

Second. "If no testimonials of character were 
asked, and no delay of baptism suggested, neither 
of these were necessary," — p. 87. The necessity 
for these " testimonials *' appears to me to have 
been still greater than now ; for the supernatural 
powers with which the Apostles were endowed 
would induce many, overawed by the miracles 
which they witnessed, to submit to the initiatory 
rite of baptism, who entirely mistook the 
nature of Christianity. " None but earnest 
men," says Mr. Noel, " were likely to profess 
their reception of it." Can Mr. Noel have 
overlooked the fact, that the number of false 
professors in the early Christian churches was 
very great, as is evident from the epistles of 
Paul to the Galatians and the Corinthians? And 
if, now it is considered necessary to examine 
into the characters of the candidates for bap- 
tism ; if the minister must examine, and the 
deacons must examine, and the messengers of 
the church must examine, and then the 
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cliTirch must sit as a deliberative assembly to 
consider the reports presented, and decide 
upon the reception or rejection of the candi- 
date ; if now, more qualifications are demanded 
than a mere ^' submission to the ordinance 
itself," surely the examination should have been 
stricter (if possible), in cases where there was 
7U> previotis knowledge whatever of Christianity 
up to the very hour of baptism ! 

Such believers the Baptists do not baptize. 
They were believers in the Messiahship of 
Christ, and" were baptized as learners of the 
doctrine of Christ. I cannot forbear quoting 
to you the forcible remarks of Mr. Godwin, 
and with these I must conclude this letter. 
*^ If by observing this rite, they simply became 
learners in the school of Christ, the acknow- 
ledgment of His authority leading them on to 
the reception of His instructions, this was a 
step that could not be taken prematurely by 
any who had heard or seen the miracles of 
Christ and His Apostles. Being baptized, they 
would very advantageously be distinguished 
and separated from those who did not acknow- 
ledge the Divine authority of Christ Jesus; 
they would be pledged to persevere in their 
attendance on Christian instruction, and to live 

E 
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in accordance with what they should leani ; 
and they would be introduced to an association 
with those^ by whose counsel, example, and 
sympathy, they might be confirmed, comforted, 
and improved. 

But if, by receiving baptism, they professed 
that they themselves were enlightened, re- 
formed, regenerate persons, and that the 
greatest and most momentous of all changes 
had taken place in them ; if thus they were 
admitted to the class of tried and approved 
believers, who possess a present interest in all 
the privileges and hopes of the Gospel of 
Christ; then such a profession could not be 
hastily made without the certainty of much 
self-delusion ; such a step could not hastily be 
taken without being most pernicious. On such 
a supposition, to urge or permit men to be 
baptized immediately they heard the Gospel, 
would be in the worst manner to delude their 
souls, and to make a mockery of sacred things."* 

Believe me. 

Yours truly. 



* GK^dwin, on Christian Baptism, p. 269. 
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LETTER III. 

EXAMDfATION 07 PASSAGES IN THE NEW TESTAMENT, WHICH 
BB7BB TO BAPTISM. — THE PBACTICE OF THE CHUBCHES 
OF THE FIBST CENTTJBIES OF THE CHBISTIAN EBA. 

My Dear Friend, 

In following Mr. Noel in his ex- 
amination of Scripture passages, it will not be ne- 
cessary to repeat the explanations already given 
of various texts. For this reason I shall only con- 
sider Romans vi, 3 — 6, ** Know ye not, that so 
many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ 
were baptized into His death ? Therefore we 
are buried with Him by baptism into death; that 
like as Christ was raised up from the dead by 
the glory of the Father, even so we also should 
walk in newness of life. For if we have been 
planted together in the likeness of His death, we 
shall be also in the likeness of His resurrection : 
Knowing this, that our old man is crucified 
with Him, that the body of sin might be 
destroyed, that henceforth we should not 
serve sin.'* 
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Gal. iii, 26, 27 ; '' For ye are all the children 
of God by faith in Christ Jesus. For as many of 
you as have been baptized into Christ have put 
on Christ." 

Col. ii, 11, 12; "In whom also ye are cir- 
cumcised with the circumcision made without 
hands, in putting off the body of the sins of 
the flesh by the circumcision of Jesus Christ ; 
Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye 
are risen with him through the faith of the 
operation of God, who hath raised him from 
the dead." 

Tit. iii, 5 ; " Not by works of righteousness 
which we have done, but according to his 
mercy He saved us, by the washing of rege- 
neration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost." 

1st Peter, iii, 21 ; " The like figure where- 
xmto baptism doth now save us, (not the putting 
away of the filth of the flesh, but the answer 
of a good conscience towards God,) by the re- 
surrection of Jesus Christ." 

Let us examine these important texts, and 
ascertain what they teach us respecting baptism. 

ROMANS VI, 3 — 6. 

" Know ye not, that so many of us as were 
baptized into Jesus Christ, were baptized into 
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his death ? Therefore we are buried with him 
by baptism into death : that like as Christ 
was raised up from the dead by the ghry 
of the Father y even so we also should walk 
in newness of life. For if we have been 
planted together in the likeness of his death, 
we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrec- 
tion : knowing this, that our old man is cruci- 
fied with him, that the body of sin might be de- 
stroy edy that henceforth we should not serve sin.'^ 

I am aware that most commentators interpret 
these words as having reference to water bap- 
tism; but a careful investigation compels me 
to agree with those who refer them to spiritual 
baptism. I could wish that Mr. Noel had 
entered into an examination of the reasons 
urged in favour of this view ; for they appear 
to me powerful and conclusive. Mr. Noel 
says, " All passages in the New Testament, in 
which baptism is mentioned alone must, unless 
special reasons can be adduced for the con- 
trary, be understood to mean baptism in 
water," — ^p. 15. 

These special reasons, unless I am mistaken, 
exist in connexion with the passage before us. 

First. It is very obvious that there is a 
baptism by the Spirit spoken of in the New 
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Testament. John predicted of our Lord that 
He should baptize with the Holy Ghost ; and 
the Apostle, in writing to the Corinthians, 
reminds them^ '*by one Spirit are we all bap- 
tized into one body." 1st Cor. xii, 13. 

Second. When spiritual blessings are repre- 
sented as the result of baptism^ it is more in 
accordance with the genius of the dispensation 
under which we live to regard that baptism as 
applied to the mind, rather than as applied to 
the body. 

Third. When violence is done to the context 
by referring baptism to the body, instead of to 
the mind, we are justified in departing from 
the ordinary acceptation of the word. 

Let us examine the passage before us in its 
connexion. 

The Apostle represents a Jew as objecting 
to the doctrines of grace that they would lead 
to indulgence in sin. The passage before 
us is a part of an extended reply to that ob- 
jection. He appeals to believers, and reminds 
them that by baptism they had been buried with 
Christ into a resemblance to his death; and 
that, as they had been associated with Christ 
by a resemblance to his death, so they are 
associated with him in the likeness of his 
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resurrection. For as Christ was raised from 
the dead^ so they also are raised to newness of 
life. This is as plain and positive a statement 
as any that is to be found in the Word of God. 
Here is crucifixion to sin — the burial of the 
old man — and resurrection to newness of life, — 
great realities experienced by every believer. 
If you interpret any one of these expressions, 
as denoting a spiritual act of the mind, to pre- 
serve consistency in the Apostle's statement, 
you must so interpret all. Does it not appear 
to you very unlikely, that the Apostl'e should 
speak of a spiritual crucifixion, and a spiritual 
resurrection, and then speak of a figurative 
burial performed by an external rite? "In 
order to make out a sound logical argument, 
it is necessary that Paul should exhibit the in- 
ternal operation on the mind of the doctrine of 
the forgiveness of sins by faith, and prove that 
it does, in fact, cause all who come under 
its influence to be dead to sin. Thisy according 
to the internal mode of ifiterpretation, he does ; 
but according to the external mode he does 
not. The one states the actual and inward 
efiects of the forgiveness of sins through faith, 
the other merely refers us to the influence of 
an external rite." 
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It may be further observed, that the passage 
before us describes a great moral change as 
effected hy baptism. These Romans had been 
baptized into Christ. It was this baptism that 
associated them with Christ, and thus accom- 
plished the great spiritual transformation they 
had undergone. I confess that I see no alter- 
native between adopting the spiritual interpre- 
tation of this passage, or the Puseyite doctrine 
of baptismal regeneration. Hence this is one 
of the texts appealed to in its support. Is it 
any reply to this doctrine to assume that bap- 
tism by water is a figurative representation of 
the believers' burial and resurrection with 
Christ ? It is no easy task, as our Baptist friends 
have found, and I venture to add, will continue 
to find, to convince others that there is any 
resemblance between the immersion of a body 
in water, and the burial and resurrection of 
the Lord Jesus Christ.* Is it not a far better 

* I am informed that, when Mr. Noel was baptized, Mr. 
Sheppard, the esteemed minister who officiated, previous to 
baptizing one of the candidates, said, " Come, see the plaoe 
where the Lord lay." The effect produced on many minds 
was most painfol. I am persuaded that yeiy many Saptist 
ministers would shrink from using language so solemn and 
affecting in such a connexion ; but the unguarded use of this 
and similar expressions, is by no means calculated to produce 
on thoughtful minds a favourable impression, either as to 
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reply, that baptism in this passage is not that of 
water, but of the Spirit? because a spiritual 
baptism was promised; and here are results, 
such as we might reasonably expect spiritual 
baptism would produce. For experience proves 

their interpretation of the passage in the Romans, or their 
mode of administering the ordinance of baptism. I think it 
is Dr. Halley who remarks that, ** we are sometimes told that 
the water of baptism represents the purification of the believer ; 
and, at other times, that it is the representation of a burial. 
We have, then, before us the shadow of a tomb, and of the 
bath of regeneration falling on the water. Attempting to 
unite them, we have the image of a man, washing in a 
grave, or dying in a bath." I would ftirther ask-^whether 
some of the hymns sung by our Mends at the administration 
of this ordinance, are not rather too bold in their figurative 
language ? Por instance — 

" Buried beneath the yielding wave. 
The dear Redeemer lies ; 
Faith views him in the ivatery grave, 

And thence beholds Him rise. 
With joy we in His footsteps tread. 
And would His cause maintain ; — 
lake Him be numbered with the dead, 
And with Him rise and reign." 



Or, 



" Saviour, we seek the watery tomb, 

lUum'd by love divine ; 
Far from the deep tremendous gloom 

Of that which once was thine. 
Dovm to the hallowed gra/oe we go, 

Obedient to Thy word ; 
'Tis thus the world around shall know 

We're buried with the Lord." 
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that the waters of baptism do not possess this 
regenerating power. Experience, moreover, 
proves that, even as a symboly in multitudes of 
cases, baptism does not set forth death to sin, 
and life to holiness. There is nothing what- 
ever said in this passage of a professed death, 
and 2i professed resurrection. All this is gratui- 
tous assumption. 

It is a real, a spiritual death to sin, and re- 
surrection to holiness, of which the Apostle 
is speaking, and which gives all its point and 
power to his triumphant refutation of the objec- 
tor's inquiry. Shall we continue in sin, that 

Then, we have the figure of purity, in another hymn : — 

" Blessed pool, in which I lately lay, 

And left my fears behind ; 
What an unworthy worm am I, 

And G-od pro&sely kind. 
Blest emblem of that preciotts hloody 

Which satisfied for sin. 
And of that renovating grace. 

Which makes the conscience clean." 

When I used to administer this ordinance by immersion 
1 could never read these hymns as appropriate to the occa- 
sion ; and I firmly believe that, to the mass of the congre- 
gation, they convey sentiments very different to what their 
pious authors designed. I trust that these remarks will not 
pain any sensitive mind ; but with so many excellent hymns 
in their collection, our brethren might well afibrd to spare 
such as have been referred to. 
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grace may abound ? God forbid. How, shall 
we that are dead to sin live any longer therein? 

Gal. iii, 26, 27 ; " For ye are all the children 
of God hy faith in Christ Jesus. For as many 
of you as have been baptized into Christy have 
put on Christ.^^ 

Mr. Noel's interpretation of this passage is 
as follows ; — ^' Ye are the children of God by 
faith, because baptized persons put on Christ ; 
and those who put on Christ are children of 
God; as then you have been baptized by faith 
— you have put on Christ by faith, and have 
become the children of God by faith,*' — p. 109. 

I am afraid that, notwithstanding this length- 
ened paraphrase, Mr. Noel will not succeed in 
pressing this text into his service. For the 
Apostle does not say, as many as have been 
baptized in the exercise of faith have put on 
Christ. He affirms, in the broadest and plainest 
maimer, that aU who have been baptized into 
Christ, have put on Christ. But this is not true 
of all baptized by water. It is a solemn fact, 
that, in the case of multitudes of baptized 
adults, there is no moral resemblance to the 
character of the Lord Jesus Christ. It would, 
therefore, have encouraged them in delusion, 
had the Apostle made such an assertion in 
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reference to aU baptized by water. Of this 
Mr. Noel is well aware, and hence he changes 
the expression baptized into Christ, to baptized 
by faith into Christ. For even, if I should 
grant that the phrase baptized into Christ 
signifies baptism into a profession of faith in 
the doctrine of Christ, the profession of faith 
is a very different thing from faith itself. I 
cannot, however, grant that, being baptized 
into Christ, signifies into a profession of faith 
in Him; because the putting on of Christ, 
which is the consequence of this baptism, is equi- 
valent to being justified, which I repeat all 
professors are not. Mr. Noel says, ^' since all 
persons rightly baptized, are believers justified, 
— and none but believers can be justified, — 
it follows that all persons rightly baptized are 
helieverSy'* p. 109. Put this sentence in other 
words, and it amounts to the truism, that 
believers baptized must be believers. I sub- 
mit that the Apostle never meant to affirm 
anything so obvious as this. Now, if you will 
interpret this passage, upon the same princi- 
ple as I have interpreted the former, its meaning 
will be *^ Ye are all the children of God by faith 
in Christ Jesus." For as many of you as have 
experienced the purifying influences of spirit- 
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ual baptism have been conformed to the like- 
ness of Christ* 

If, however, it is still insisted on, that the 
reference here is to water baptism, still the 
putting on of Christ is represented as following 
baptism, and not preceding it. 

Col. ii, 11, 12; "In whom also ye are cir- 
cumtnsed with the circumcision made without 
hands, inputting off the body of the sins of the 
flesh by the circumcision of Christ: buried 
with him in baptism, wherein also ye are risen 
with him, through the faith of the operation of 
God, who hath raised him from the deadJ^ 

One would think that the simple reading of 
this text would be sufficient to determine its 
meaning. It is parallel with the passage in 
the Romans already expounded. There can 
be no difficulty in determining the nature of 
the circumcision spoken of, since the Apostle 
himself explains it. It is without hands — ^it puts 
off the sins of the flesh. It is, therefore, not 
a natural but a spiritual circumcision. How 
abrupt the transition if the burial in bap- 
tism is burial in water. Surely, if the cir- 
cumcision, which puts off sin is " without 
hands," the baptism by which we are buried 

* See note A. — ^Appendix. 
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with Christ, and, through faith are raised with 
him, must be " without hands," also * 

Titus iii, 5; ^^ Not by works of righteotisness 
which we have done, bt£t according to his mercy 
he saved tAS, by the washing of regeneratiofiy 
and the renemng of the Holy Ghost.^^ 

" If baptism is the washing of regeneration, 
it ought not to be administered to the unre- 
generate," — ^p. 112. 

But what is the meaning of regeneration 
here ? Mr. Noel, as usual, assumes a meaning, 
and then draws inferences £rom it. If you will 
open Robinson's Dictionary, and look for the 
word vakiyyBVBffiay you will find a two-fold mean- 
ing ascribed to it ; aJsL moral sense ; regenera- 
ation — new birth — that is change by grace 
from a carnal nature to a Christian life; b,J 
in the sense of renovation, restoration, spoken 
of the complete external manifestation of the 
Saviour's kingdom. Matt, xix, 28. 

It has, then, according to Robinson, two 
senses in the New Testament. But why give 
it a moral sense in the passage in Titus ? I 
have two objections to this. 

First. The same phrase is no where else em- 
ployed in the New Testament, to signify that 
moral change which results from the new birth. 

* See note B. — Appendix. 
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Second. There is a needless tautology in the 
passage, if the term regeneration expresses 
the same idea as the words which immediately 
follow. 

The renewing of the Holy Ghost is surely 
comprehensive and emphatic enough to convey 
the thought, that we are saved by a change of 
heart, effected by the gracious instrumentality 
of God. 

I regard the phrase, regeneration, therefore, 
as signifying the renovation produced by the 
Saviour's reign. Its synonyme would be. The 
kingdom of the Messiah, or the kingdom of God. 
Water is the appointed sign of introduction 
into this kingdom. We truly enter it when 
we have been baptized and renewed, as we 
read, John iii, 6,* Whether the baptism and 
the renewal are inseparably connected or not, I 
only know that the washing of regeneration is 
put^r*^, and the renewing of the Holy Ghost 
last 

1st Peter, iii, 20, 21 ; " The long suffering of 
God waited in the days of Noahy while the ark 
was a preparing y wherein few ^ that is, eight souls , 
were saved by water. The like figure where^ 
unto even baptism doth also now save us (not 

* " Except a man he 'bom qf water and of the spirit, he 
cannot enter into the kingdom of GK>d." 
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the putting away of the filth of the flesh, btU 
the answer of a good conscience toward God,) by 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ.^^ 

Mr. Noel remarks on this passage : 

First. '• Baptism is here said to be the anti- 
type, or the fact corresponding to Noah*s 
entrance into the ark." 

Second. " It is here said that baptism saves 
us. But we are saved by grace through faith. 
Baptism, therefore, without faith, cannot save 
us ; but as the statement of the Apostle is ab- 
solute that baptism does save us, it follows 
that baptism implies faith, is an act of faith, 
and may be put for faith itself." 

Third. *^ It is here added, that the baptism 
which saves us, is not the external rite merely, 
but that which is signified by it — the inquiry 
after God with a good conscience." 

It seems evident from the context, that the 
reference in this passage is to baptism by water. 
The water of the deluge is represented as typi- 
fying the water of baptism through which we 
are saved. 

Baptism is not, therefore, the antitype to 
Noah's entrance into the ark, but to the water 
which bore up the ark, into. which Noah had 
entered. As the statement of the Apostle is not 
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absolute, that baptism saves us, there seems no 
necessity for regarding baptism as put for faith 
itself. For the waters of the deluge did not 
absolutely save Noah, though there was a sense 
in which they saved him. So there is a sense, 
and but a sense, in which baptism saves us. 
Mr. Noel has rightly explained that sense ; it 
is not the external rite — " the. mere putting 
away of the filth of the flesh," — ^but " the in- 
quiry of a good conscience after God." Then 
baptism by water cannot save ; there must be 
a good conscience in connexion with it. But 
do these words determine whether the good 
conscience is to precede or follow baptism? 
Some, indeed, tell us that baptism is itself the 
answer of a good conscience. But, adopting 
a favourite phrase of Mr. Noel's, this is really 
*^ absurd." Baptism is the affusion of water, 
as we understand it j immersion in water, as 
our friends, the Baptists, understand it. If a 
good conscience is to precede the administra- 
tion of this rite, then the administrator is 
called to decide upon a matter, respecting which 
he is incompetent to form a correct judgment ; 
and should he err in his decision, he may con- 
firm the hypocrite in his delusion, or hinder the 
sincere disciple from making a profession of faith. 

F 
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I have not attempted any critical analysis of 
this diflEicult passage. This I may well be ex- 
cused from doing, when our ablest expositors 
have pronounced its meaning very obscure. 
But is not that meaning well expressed in a 
sentence of Rosenmiiller, in Bloomfields Digest, 
which Mr. Noel himself brings forward in 
support of his interpretation of the passage : — 
'^ Baptism, and the sincere profession of religion 
conjoined with it, preserves from perdition ?"* 

This is the doctrine we continually teach ; 
but we do not presume to require a good con- 
science before we baptize, because it is not our 
prerogative to search the heart. 

Mr. Noel lays great stress upon the fact, that 
baptized persons were admitted at once as 
members of Christian Churches. ^*If bap- 
tism, in the apostolic age, was a profession 
of faith, baptized persons would naturally be 
reckoned members of the Christian Churches, 
in connection with which they were baptized ; 
but if baptism was nothing but the symbol 
administered to all who seriously desired it, 
then baptized persons would not become, by 
the act of their baptism, members of the 
Churches in connexion with which they were 

* See note C. — Appendix. 
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baptized, but would be admitted subsequently 
upon their profession of faith. Now, this 
latter case never happened. The baptized 
person was admitted at once to communion 
with the Church, in connection with which he 
was baptized ; and there is no instance to the 
contrary. If a man was baptized where there 
was no church, he could not join what did 
not exist." 

There is no passage in Mr. Noel's book, 
which, in my humble judgment, is so ill-fitted to 
bear examination as this. Let me remind you — 

First. That baptism is never recognized in the 
Acts of the Apostles as a church ordinance. 

It was administered by the Apostles on their 
own responsibility, and, as we have seen, with- 
out any previous examination of the candidates. 
Not a single instance can be produced of a 
church convened by the Apostles, to de- 
cide as to the fitness or unfitness of a can- 
didate for this ordinance. There might be 
cases of baptism where there was no church, 
but these were exceptions. There was a church 
in Samaria where many Samaritans were bap- 
tized, and a church at PhiKppi, where the Jailor 
was baptized ; and a church at Ephesus, where 
the Ephesians were re-baptized. Acts viii, 1 , 
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16 — 40 ; xviii, 27 ; but without any reference 
whatever to these churches, the ordinance of 
baptism was administered. 

Second. Baptism is never represented as 
introducing any into church fellowship. 

It is evident then, that there can be no con- 
nection between baptism and the Lord's Supper, 
which is an ordinance of the Church ; because 
the Lord's Supper was instituted firsts baptism 
afterwards. It cannot be proved that the 
Apostles, who partook of the Lord's Supper, 
and were Church members, had ever been bap- 
tized. Mr. Noel says, " immediately that the 
three thousand were baptized on the day of 
Pentecost, they became Church members, and 
were admitted to the table of the Lord; for 
we read that ''they continued steadfastly in 
the Apostles' doctrine and fellowship, and in 
breaking of bread, and in prayers." Acts ii, 42. 

This, however, does not prove that it was by 
the ^^ act of their baptism," they became 
members of the Church. They might have 
been (I put it hypothetically, but I believe that 
they were) " admitted afterwards upon their 
profession of faith, for anything that appears 
in the narrative. The Acts of the Apostles is 
so fragmentary and brief, that we may suppose 
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that it often happened, that events recorded 
in one verse transpired some time after those 
recorded in a previous verse. 

Their baptism is recorded in the 41st verse : 
^* Then they that gladly received His word were 
baptized, and the same day there were added, (to 
the number of disciples,) about three thousand 
souls." The number of "the saved" who were 
daily added to the Church, is mentioned in 
the 47th verse. 

But Mr. Noel will reply ; previous to this we 
read, " they continued in the breaking of bread." 
Very true. But Mr. Noel must shew that this 
phrase refers to the Lord's supper. Barnes, 
whom Mr. Noel has quoted elsewhere, with 
approval, thus comments upon this passage: 
*' It cannot be determined whether this refers 
to their partaking of their ordinary meal \ 
together, or to the Lord's Supper, or to feasts 
of charity. The bread of the Hebrews was 
made commonly into cakes, thin, hard and 
brittle, so that it was broken instead of being 
cut. Hence to denote intimacy or friendship, 
the phrase to break bread together would be 
very expressive, in the same way as the Greeks 
denoted it by drinking together, aviiMoam. 
From the expression used in verse 44, compared 
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with verse 46, " that they had all things com- 
mon," it would rather seem to be impKed that 
this referred to their ordinary meak. The phrase 
'^ breaking bread firom house," is explained in 
the same way, and is, literally, at home. 

It appears then, from the narrative, that 
those who were baptized associated with the 
disciples, doubtless receiving the instruction 
of which they must have stood in urgent 
need, and giving by their conduct evidence of 
their sincerity ; and that afterwards they were 
added to the Church. 

This is Mr. Noel's strongest case. It is the 
only case that has even the air of plausibility. 
Does it support his confident conclusion ? 

Third. Baptism is never referred to in any 
of the salutations addressed to the Churches. 

Undoubtedly, the members who composed 
these churches had been baptized ; but there is 
no evidence that all %oho had been baptized were 
received into the Churches. Had baptism been 
the door of admission into the visible Church, 
(as it is sometimes called;) had it been the 
solemn and public act by which the new dis- 
ciple became enrolled and recognized as a 
Church member, there would surely have been 
some allusion in the Epistles to this initiatory 
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rite. But you do not find the members of the 
Churches addressed as baptized believers. They 
are called " brethren," "saints," " the faithful," 
" beloved of God," but never ^^ the baptized/' 
Indeed, the Apostle Paul seemed to regard 
baptism as but of little importance. What- 
ever may be the particular reference in the 
language he employs, 1st Cor. i, 14 — 16 : *^ I 
thank God that I baptized none of you, but 
Crispus and Gains; lest any should say that 
I had baptized in my own name. And I bap- 
tized also the household of Stephanus ; besides, 
I know not whether I baptized any other." It is 
obvious that he considered this ordinance as a 
rite which it was not essential for him to ad- 
minister. " Christ sent me not to baptize, but 
to preach the Gospel." • 

THE PRACTICE OF THE CHURCHES OF THE 
FIRST CENTURIES OF THE CHRISTIAN ERA. 

Mr. Noel adduces evidence £rom ecclesi- 
astical history, to prove that a profession of 
faith was required of candidates for baptism. 

*^ The Church found it necessary to lengthen 
the time of probation, lest an over-hasty admis- 
sion of persons to baptism should either fill the 
Church with vicious men, or make great numbers 
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of apostates in time of persecution. For this 
reason the council of Eliberis appointed two 
years' trial for new converts, etc.," — p. 121. 

I am not at all frightened by this, and the 
other numerous quotations from Bingham, for 
which I must refer you to Mr. Noel's book. 
It is not, however, very safe, neither is it always 
very wise, to appeal to the practice of the 
Churches in the first centuries of the Christian 
era. Have you never noticed that ecclesiastical 
history is confidently appealed to by aU parties, 
and that each supposes that it favours his pe- 
culiar views of scripture doctrine, or of Church 
government? 

The evangelical clergyman, denying bap- 
tismal regeneration, summons it to his aid. 
The Puseyite finds it 'a powerftd witness to 
sanction the regenerating efficacy which he 
attaches to the baptismal water. The Baptist, 
and the Psedo-baptist, each tear a leaf from its 
ample volume, and reading the characters in- 
scribed, exultingly proclaim that its testimony 
accords with the sentiments which they hold. 
We ought, therefore, to be cautious in appeal- 
ing to the practice of the early Churches. If, 
however, we must go to ecclesiastical history, 
let us go. 
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I say then at once, that it proves too much 
for Mr. Noel's case. It proves that there was 
no correspondence between the baptisms of the 
Churches in the first centuries of the Christian 
era, and baptism as administered by the Apostles. 

In the time of the Apostles, " full instruc- 
tion" in the principles of Christianity, ybfl()t£?erf 
baptism in these Churches; it preceded bap- 
tism. The Apostles baptized the applicants at 
once ; here we read of a delay for years ! 

^^ After the holiest transactions of public 
worship began to be treated as mysteries, the 
mode of admission to Christianity naturally 
assumed another form. A preparatory course 
preceded it, in which the catechumens were in- 
structed by suitable teachers, and prepared for 
baptism through different classes. The condi- 
tion of each catechumen usually continued seve- 
ral years ; but the catechumens often deferred 
even baptism as long as possible, on account of 
the remission of sins by which it was to be 
accompanied." ^ 

Let us examine the witness Mr. Noel has 
called, a little farther. 

Besides catechetical instruction previous to 
baptism, there was exorcism. 

* Gieseler's Ecclesiastical History, p. 277. 



74 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

The following ceremonies were connected 
with it: — 

First. ^^ Preparatory prayers and fasting. 

Second. " Imposition of hands upon the head 
of the candidate. 

Third. " The person to be exorcised put off 
his upper garments and shoes. 

Fourth. " He stood with his face towards the 
west, which was a symbol of darkness ; as the 
east, on the other hand, was a symbol of light. 

Fifth. " In the eastern Churches, the person 
was required also to stretch out his hands to- 
wards the west, as in the act of pushing an 
object away in that direction ; intended as a 
token of his abhorrence of Satan and his works, 
and his determination to resist and repel them. 

Sixth. " The exorcist breathed upon the can- 
didate, either once or three times. 

Seventh. ^^ Some suppose that the candidate 
held a lighted taper in his hand during the 
ceremony."* 

In addition to this, there was ^^ signing with 
the sign of the cross, unction, or anointing 
with oil, the use of salt, milk, and honey." — 
Such were the customs of the early Churches. 
I cannot appeal to them, for I find them cor- 

* See Riddle's CnristiaD Antiquities, p. 472. 
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rupt, and opposed to the simplicity that is in 
Christ. Yet Mr. Noel says — 

" As Churches tend to decay, we may expect 
to find relaxations in doctrine and discipline 
springing up of themselves; but innovations 
requiring more spirituality and self-denial could 
scarcely prevail to any extent." I think that 
innovations could surely have prevailed to a 
mtich larger extent; and it matters not whether 
these Churches added to the ordinances of 
Scripture, or became lax in their observance of 
them ; whether they required more or less of 
the candidates for baptism than the Apostles 
required, if they departed from Apostolic ex- 
ample and practice, their testimony is worth- 
less, and ought not to be adduced. 

Yours truly. 
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LETTER IV. 



IN7ANT BAPTISM. 



My Dear Friend, 

We now advance to the considera- 
tion of a subject confessedly of great importance, 
respecting which such diverse opinions have 
been entertained, and bitter controversies car- 
ried on. Important as it is, nothing can justify 
the spirit which many controversalists have in- 
dulged, their mutual recriminations, their harsh 
and censorious language. 

Many, in their zeal for upholding '^ the posi- 
tive institutions of the Gospel," have displayed 
a temper far more injurious to the religion they 
profess, than the wrong administration of this 
ordinance, whichever party, whether Baptist, 
or Paedo-baptist, has mistaken the meaning of 
the Word of God. The divisions of the Church 
have impeded the progress of evangelical re- 
ligion. I do not mean divisions in the sense of 
differences of opinion, but in the bickerings 
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and strifes of a party spirit. Differences of 
opinion respecting many of the doctrines and 
the ordinances of religion, will doubtless always 
prevail. More than 1800 years have passed 
since the Saviour's mission ended, and the pro- 
mised Spirit was poured forth from on high ; 
and from that period until the present time, 
men inquiring after truth have arrived at 
very different conclusions. It would be un- 
worthy of us to say that they did not inquire 
with humble and docile minds, with freedom 
from prejudice, and with submission to the 
teachings of that Great Spirit, who is the guide 
and teacher of such as seek to know His will. 

I doubt not, but that multitudes have in- 
quired with as much humbleness and docility 
as belongs to a nature naturally so proud and 
self-sufficient as ours. And none are entirely 
free from prejudice. Our tastes, our inclina- 
tions, our education, exercise an unconscious, 
but powerful influence upon our minds, and 
bias our judgment far more than we are aware. 
As, however, all are exposed to the same in- 
fluences, all are placed in circumstances equally 
unfavourable for arriving at the knowledge of 
the truth. Those who have known what it is 
to wrestle with doubts, who have not been con- 
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tent to receive a creed framed for them by 
their ancestors, and who entertain no very high 
opinion of the infallibility of the human mind 
in its decisions and judgment, will learn to ex- 
ercise charity, even in reference to what they 
deem the errors of their fellow-men ; whilst 
others, who have experienced the Wessedness — 
if blessedness it be— of never doubting or 
questioning what they learnt in their childhood ; 
good, pious, orthodox men, who are very con- 
fident that they, and they alone, understand 
the meaning of God's word, are sadly per- 
plexed how it can be that others do not interpret 
Scripture as they interpret it; and are not 
always very guarded in the language they em- 
ploy when administering rebuke. 

It is, however, high time that the doctrines 
and the institutions of the Gospel should be dis- 
cussed without censoriousness and anger ; and 
should this little book find its way into any 
family, whose members are divided in their 
opinions as to the subjects, and the mode of 
baptism, I should deplore, indeed, if its pages 
create any discord, or if the angry sparks of 
contention are elicited, amidst the discussion 
which may follow its perusal. 

I hope that you have not commenced reading 
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this letter with the feeling which has just been 
expressed by a friend — "No one shall ever 
convince me that infants are fit subjects for bap- 
tism." If such are your sentiments, I think 
that it will be better for your sake and mine, 
that you should close the book. 

And yet, if there is any controverted question 
which should be examined more carefully than 
any other ; it is, infant baptism. The eminent 
piety and profound learning of many of its 
advocates should at least secure for it a patient 
and impartial examination. If we do wrong 
in attaching importance to mere names^ we 
surely cannot err in attaching importance to 
character. Such men as Luther, Calvin, Knox, 
Whitefield, Wesley, Howe, Baxter, Chamock, 
Barrow, Sherlock, Tillotson, Owen, Dwight, 
Doddridge, Watson, Chalmers, Wardlaw, and 
others, would never have defended or preached 
infant baptism, unless firmly persuaded that 
they were acting in accordance with the re- 
vealed will of God. 

I know that a list of names may be produced 
on the other side ; of those who have advocated 
believers' baptism : but, how few, in comparison 
with the long array of scholars and divines — 
Episcopalian, Presbyterian, Wesleyan, Inde- 
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pendent, who have regarded infants as fit sub- 
jects for the baptismal rite. Were all these 
men dishonest ? Were all so blinded by pre- 
judice as to be unable to discern the truth ? 
Is it conceivable, that their cause has rested on 
such "Jesuitical " arguments, ^'absurd reasons" 
and "flimsy, contemptible" sophisms, as 
Baptist writers repeatedly affirm? Here are 
names of men not only distinguished for their 
scholarship, their erudition, their literary at- 
tainments, their profound acquaintance with 
the Word of God, but which breathe such an 
odour of sanctity, that he woidd be a bold man 
who should question their truthfulness, or 
affirm that they were influenced by fashion and 
custom, and "popidax feeling." Do not 
mistake me. I have not referred you to the 
opinions of these men, as containing a suffi- 
cient sanctum for your receiving this doctrine, 
but as a plea for your giving it a calm and 
serious examination. 

If there be no warrant for infant baptism in 
the Word of God, but if it be, as many would 
persuade us, a vain tradition, then those who 
practise it are acting contrary to the will of the 
Great Head of the Church, and the sooner the 
practice is abandoned, the more conducive will 
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it be for the interests of that Church. I think 
it will be better that I should state the grounds 
on which I advocate infant baptism, and in 
doing so, reply to the objections which Mr. 
Noel urges against its practice. 

I advocate the baptism of infants : 

First. Because the commission given by our 
Lord to his Apostles contains a command to 
baptize infants. 

The Apostles were to disciple the nations, 
baptizing and teaching them. Surely no in- 
junction can be broader or more comprehensive 
than this; and unless we find a qualifying 
clause, it must, of necessity, include infants as 
well as adults. 

Suppose a command were given by a gene- 
ral to his soldiers, on the eve of war, to extir- 
pate a nation, would they render obedience to 
that command if they extirpated the adults, and 
spared the infants? When the promise was 
given to Abraham — ^' Thou shalt be the father 
of many nations," — did not the promise include 
infants, who are saved through the same gra- 
cious covenant as that which God had made 
with him? When Moses addressed the Is- 
raelites — ^' The Lord will destroy these nations 
from before thee" — did not the threatening, thus 
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pronounced against the Canaanites^ include 
their infants ? Why, then, should infants be 
excluded from the nations who are to be bap- 
tized? 

It is of importance to remember that this 
command was given by the Saviour, not to 
Gentries, but to those who had been members 
of the Jewish Church. They had been ac- 
customed to associate infants with the ob- 
servance of a religious rite. The dispensation 
under which they had Uved, and which 
had been Divinely instituted, contained pecu- 
liar promises to children, and enforced upon 
parents the observance of a religious rite, 
by which their offspring were brought into 
covenant relationship with the God of Israel. 
They knew, moreover, that when proselytes 
were made from heathenism, the child, 
and even the babe, was proselyted with its 
parents, though incapable of repenting for sin, 
or of rendering a voluntary obedience to the 
Divine commands. To men famiUar with these 
things, this commission was given : but if the 
new economy was to exclude children from 
the ordinance which emblematicaUy represents 
its spiritual blessings, those entrusted with 
the great work of founding it, would have re- 
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ceived some intimation of this. The ablest 
supporters of infant baptism — among whom 
may be mentioned Knapp, and Leonard 
"Woods, have attached great importance to the 
argument I am now presenting before you. 
Let me quote to you Professor Knapp*s own 
words — " If Christ, in His command to baptize 
all, had wished children to be excepted, He 
must have expressly said this ; for since the 
first disciples of Christ, as native Jews, knew 
no other way than for children to be intro- 
duced into the Israelitish Church by circum- 
cision, it was natural that they should extend 
this to baptism, if Christ did not expressly 
forbid it. Had He, therefore, wished that it 
should not be so done, He would surely have 
said so in definite terms." 

It may be replied to this, these instructions 
were not requisite; Judaism was abolished 
when Christianity was instituted. This is 
true, as it regards the ceremonial law. Its types 
pointing to the Saviour were fulfilled in Him 
As a schoolmaster, it led to Christ ; and when 
the Saviour came, its symbolical teachings were 
no longer requisite. In other respects, the 
changes introduced were not only very gradual, 
but were of such a nature as rather to alter 
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the mode in whicli certain religious observances 
were to be performed, than to set aside their 
observance altogether. The destruction of the 
Jewish temple was not designed to teach that 
God was no longer to be worshipped; it 
taught that the time had come when neither 
this mountain nor that place was holy, but 
that the Great Spirit might be worshipped in 
the more sacred temple of every human heart. 
Whilst, therefore, there are many points of 
essential difference between Judaism and 
Christianity, which may be briefly characterized 
in the Apostle's words, — '^the law came by 
Moses, grace and truth by Jesus Christ ;'* still 
there is an essential harmony between the Old 
and New Testaments. 

But what has the dedication of children to 
God, by a religious rite, to do with the cere- 
monial law ? It existed 250 years before the 
trumpet blast on Sinai summoned the Israelites 
into the presence of their Maker, to receive 
that law from His lips ; and as the Apostles 
knew that this rite had existed before the 
Jewish economy ve:as instituted ; so they might 
reasonably conclude it would continue, after 
that dispensation was abolished. For where 
is the difference between proselyting and 
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discipling ? If children could be proselyted 
under one dispensation, why cannot they 
be discipled under another ? If the rite of 
circumcision initiated the child of the Jew, 
and the rite of circumcision and baptism, ini- 
tiated the child of the Gentile into the external 
privileges of Judaism, what reason can be 
assigned why baptism should not initiate our 
children into the privileges of Christianity ? If 
the same rite has been once employed as 
a sign of purification, indicating the existence 
of pollution, which must be removed, and re- 
presenting, by an impressive emblem, the 
means of its removal, why may it not now be 
employed to indicate the same important truths ? 
These questions bring us to Mr. Noel's objec- 
tions to infant baptism. 

First oJyfection : — " Why did Christ say that 
they (the Apostles) were to baptize believers, 
if faith was not necessary to salvation ? When 
Oliver Cromwell, who saw that the forces of 
the parliament were beaten by the troops of 
Charles the First, because there were gentle- 
men in the ranks of the royal army, and none 
but low men of worthless character in the 
other, sent out his recruiting Serjeants to enlist 
godly and sober young men into his regiment : 
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would they have been entitled to enlist 
drunkards and profligates^ because he had not 
expressly excluded them ? His specification of 
the godly and the sober excluded all the rest ; 
and when the Lord Jesus Christ has commanded 
his ministers to enlist believers under his 
banners by baptism^ He has excluded aU the 
rest," — ^p. 42, 43. ^^ Since Christ has required 
baptism as a profession of faith in Him, how 
can His ministers lawfully administer it to those 
who can make no profession, and thus, with 
respect to them, completely alter the whole 
character of His ordinance," — ^p. 125, 126. 

Permit me to ask, where does Mr. Noel find 
any command of our Lord requiring repentance 
and faith as pre-requisites for baptism ? Where 
does he find it ? You will say, why he ad- 
duces it again and again : " He that believeth 
and is baptized, shall be saved." Stay a moment, 
my friend. Read the verse once more. Are 
you quite sure that it is a command ? It looks 
to me very much like a promise — a promise of 
salvation to baptized believers. It has been re- 
peatedly urged in reply to the objection founded 
on this passage, that if it condemns the doctrine 
of infant baptism, it equally condemns the 
doctrine of infant salvation. You will admit, I 
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presume, that infants are saved ! But an ob- 
jector might remind you, that faith is placed 
before salvation, and draw from it the inference, 
therefore infants cannot be saved. How would 
you meet this objection? I suppose, as we 
all meet it, by maintaining that, as infants are 
not capable of belief, they are not here re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. Noel says — " The cases are not parallel. 
In£mts can be saved without faith, because 
God can give them regeneration, which is 
equivalent to faith. As infants axe generally 
unregenerate, and we can never know what 
cases are exceptions, unregenerate infants 
ought not to be injured by being baptized as 
regenerate," — ^p. 172. 

I am quite at a loss to understand what Mr. 
Noel means by the expression infants are 
*^ generally ujiregenerate." All infants inherit 
a corrupt and imperfect nature, as descendants 
from our first parents; and I am curious to 
know, how some axe regenerate and others are 
not. It seems, moreover, strange to speak of 
them as " capable of regeneration," since the 
new birth is associated with the exercise of faith 
in receiving the word of God, " the incorruptible 
seed." Far be it from me to cast any doubt 
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upon the salyatHHi of sock as die in infimcy; 
bat we are no where informed as to the method 
by which that salration is eflfected; and 
whether you employ the term regeneraticm or 
£Edth^ our conclusion remains unaffected. That 
if this passage teaches that none are to be htg^- 
tizedy except such as belieTe, it equally teaches^ 
that none are to be saced, except such who 
believe. How^ then^ are we to interpret this 
ye^rse ? as applying exdusively to adults^ and 
containing a promise of salvation to such as 
have not only been baptized^ but have also 
believed. Consider it^ if you please^ as forming 
a part of the commission; indeed^ we shall 
better arrive at its true meaning by regarding 
it as a promise which follows the command. 

The command is — 

Disciple, baptize^ teach all nations. 

The promise is — 

The baptized believer shall be saved. 

Mr. Noel's inference is — 

Therefore, none but believers should be 
baptized. 

But this conclusion equally affects the practice 
of the Baptists as well as ours. Do they baptize 
none but believers ? A perusal of the reports of 
the Baptist Union will soon convince you that 
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in multitudes of cases this rite is administered^ 
where there has been no genuine conversion 
or saving faith. What then , my friend, becomes 
of Mr. Noel's high sounding iUustration — 
^' When Oliver Cromwell sent out his Serjeant 
to enlist godly and sober young men into his 
regiment, would they have been entitled to 
enlist drunkards and profligates ?" Let Mr. 
Noel take care that he enlists by baptism no 
*^ drunkards and profligates " into the army of 
his Prince, for he may rest assured, that num- 
bers of '* drunkards and profligates " have been 
baptized. If these expressions seem sti-ong, 
I pray you to remember, that they are not 
mine ; and Mr. Noel cannot be surprised that 
they should be retorted upon himself. But 
mark how Mr. Noel, anticipating some such 
reply as this, shifts his ground. He says boldly, 
in one place, ''None but believers must be 
baptized." In another place, he says, '^ none 
but those who make a consistent profession of 
faith ought to be baptized." — ^^'A consistent pro- 
fession of faith !" Who says so ? Not our Lord ! 
The language of the passage, whose meaning we 
are endeavouring to ascertain, is not — He who 
professedly believes and is baptized shall be 
saved; but *' He who believes and is baptized. 
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shall be saved." And if the same faith is re- 
quisite for baptism which is reqxiisite for salva- 
tion^ then he who administers the ordinance of 
baptism to any other than truly converted 
characters, violates the terms of his Lord's 
commission. When, therefore, Mr. Noel asks, 
what right have we to set aside Christ's com- 
mands by baptizing those who have never 
repented or beUeved ; we answer, certainly, as 
much right as he has, in baptizing false pro- 
fessors who have never repented or believed. 
No such command, however, exists. Did it 
exist, it would equally condemn the Baptists 
with ourselves, and especially the Apostles, who 
never examined into the evidences of conversion 
prior to baptism ! 

We have seen that baptism is a rite to be 
administered to learners ; and that it is not a 
*^ solemn profession of repentance, faith, and 
devotedness ;" so that there is nothing con- 
tradictory in adult and infant baptism. If 
children are not capable of profession, they 
are capable of learning from a very tender 
age, and are represented in the Nct^ Testament 
as disciples. Compare Matt, xxi, 14 — 16, with 
Luke xix, 37 — 40. I cannot refrain from 
adding the testimony of Justin Martyr, which. 
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though often cited, is not on that account the 
less yaluable: "Numbers of men and' women 
sixty years old, who, from childhood, were 
discipled to Christ, still are incorrupt." 

Second objection: — "Infant baptism differs 
essentially from the baptism of believers. The 
believer is active in his reception of baptism ; 
but the infant is passive — ^the believer asks for 
it as a privilege ; the one by it professes faith, 
the other professes nothing." 

If the view that I have taken of baptism be 
correct, that it is placed at the commencement 
of a course of instructioUy pledging those who 
submit to it, to repentance and faith, then there 
is not that discrepancy between adult and infant 
baptism, which Mr. Noel points out in the 
paragraph before us. It is not essential to the 
administration of a symbolical rite that it should 
be " asked for as a privilege," or that its sub- 
ject " should be active in its reception." We 
are taught this, I think, by the symbolical 
rite which, under the Old Testament dispensa- 
tion, was administered both to adults and 
infants. Besides, numbers of those baptized 
by the Apostles were nearly as ignorant of 
the doctrines and duties of the Christian religion 
as children whom we baptize. Subsequent 
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nutmction was as mnck needed by these bap- 
tized adults^ as by our baptized infmts. That 
the baptism of infuits destroys the personal and 
Tolimtary character of religion^ is a charge 
Tery often and strongly nrged against ns. This 
will be noticed more at length in another page ; 
at present^ it may suffice to remark^ that the 
same objection^ if it be of any force^ will equally 
apply to the instruction of children. Our 
friends^ to be consistent, should withhold in- 
struction from a child. We might say to them^ 
** You have not obtained the consent of your 
children ; you have frequently to resist their 
wills ; they have not * asked * for religious in- 
struction * as a privilege ;* why do you teach 
them?" Perhaps you smile, my friend, at 
such a question. But I ask it with all sober- 
ness and earnestness, and the answer returned 
to the question will be a sufficient vindication 
of infant baptism from the charge, that it is 
opposed to the voluntary nature of religion. 

Indeed, I am by no means sure that the sub- 
jects of our baptism, unconscious as they are, do 
not contract an obligation by this ordinance, — an 
obligation which they are bound to discharge 
when they are capable of fulfilling it. The Jewish 
child, by circumcision, became ^^ a debtor to the 
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law." His '^circumcision profited," if he ^^kept 
the law ;" if he became " a breaker of the law, his 
circumcision was made uncircumcision." May 
not similar obligations be contracted in bap- 
tism, by those children who have been solemnly 
dedicated to God ? and when the parent or the 
minister is enforcing the duty of repentance 
and faith, does it not give force to their argu- 
ment, when they remind them, that to this re- 
pentance and faith they are pledged by the 
baptismal rite ? Do not dismiss this with a 
contemptuous " pshaw." " Religion is a per- 
sonal thing," etc. How can a child contract ob- 
ligations ? I reply, explain to me how a child 
could become a ^^ debtor to the Jewish law." 
How a child can be exposed to the penalty of a 
broken law, when bv no act he has violated one 
of its precepts ? How a child, by its birth, can 
contract an obligation to be obedient to the laws 
of his country, and to be loyal to his king ? A 
little reflection will convince you, that there is 
nothing after all so very ^^ absurd" in the sup- 
position, that children who were dedicated to 
God by baptism, and have received religious 
training and discipline, are placed in a more 
responsible position than those who are desti- 
tute of these advantages. 
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mrd obfection: — ^^' While belieTers are com- 
manded to receiye both baptism and the Lord's 
Snpper^ the Word of Grt>d is silent respecting 
the administration of either sacraments to in- 
£uits. It is therefore, by the natore and design 
of the sacraments, that we must judge whether 
or not they are to be administered to them; and 
the analogy between the two sacraments demon- 
strates that either, both should be received by 
in&nts, or both deferred until the in£Euit has 
become a believer, — ^p. 129. 

I have shown you that as the Lord's Supper 
was instituted previous to baptism, there is no 
connection between these two ordinances. The 
qualijlcaiion for the Lord's Supper is stated by 
the Apostle, when he says, *' Let a man examine 
himself, and so let him eat of this bread, and 
drink of this cup." The nature of the Lord's 
Supper is explained by our Lord, when he 
commands, ^ Do this in remembrance of me." 
And the retirieUm of the Lord's Supper to be- 
lievers is proved firom those passages of Scrip- 
ture, which enjoin £uth and holiness upon all 
communicants, and caution them against re- 
ceiving the bread and wine unworthily. 

Do ire ever find such promiscuous cr o wds 
admitted to the Lord's table, as were admitted 
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to baptism ? Do we ever find applicants ad- 
mitted to the Lord's table without any delay, or 
previous instruction, as was the case with the 
applicants for baptism ? The Apostle threatened 
with divine chastisement, and expxdsion from 
the Church at Corinth, those members who 
disgraced their profession, and partook, un- 
worthily, of the sacred feast ; but such language 
is never employed in reference to such as 
had been baptized; the broken vows and 
pledges of baptism are no where threatened 
with judgment and condemnation. When, 
therefore, Mr. Noel asserts that there is an 
analogy between the two ordinances, he is 
bound to show where the analogy is to be 
found. It is of litde purpose to refer us to 
the infant communion, which existed in the 
primitive churches, as a proof that this is the 
natural consequence of infant baptism. The 
practice of those who administered the eucharist 
to the dead, and often buried with them the 
consecrated elements, is not worthy to be ad- 
duced in the present controversy; or, if 
adduced, will be of little value. 

Fourth objection : — " Nothing but express 
and positive enactments can sanction an inno- 
vation so entirely at variance with the spirit of 
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the original institution. Such enactment is 
wanting," — ^p. 137. 

Here Mr. Noel assumes just what he should 
have proved ; for if I have rightly interpreted 
the commission, infant baptism is not at variance 
with it. Perhaps, however, Mr. Noel means 
that the phrase, " baptize infants," is no where 
to be found in the New Testament. Possibly 
not. Neither is the command, " baptize adults." 

After aU the protests of our Baptist brethren 
against our inferential and analogical argu- 
ments, they are compelled to rest their cause 
upon precisely the same basis as ours. They 
infer that, " disciple nations " means to disciple 
adults. We infer that, to disciple nations 
means to disciple both adults and infants. 
There is no limitation in the commission ; on 
the contrary, a broad and comprehensive phrase 
is employed, which leads us to the conclusion, 
that we are warranted in interpreting it, in a 
broad and comprehensive sense. So far, indeed, 
from requiring any enactment more expressive 
than this, we want a clear and distinct prohibt" 
tion of infant baptism. This is the prohibition, 
says Mr. Noel, " He that belie veth and is bap- 
tized." But does this constitute the baptism 
of adults and of infants, distinct ordinances? 
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Let us grant that repentance and faith are pre- 
requisites in the case of every adult who is 
baptized; still if infants are not capable of exer- 
cising repentance and faith, there is no necessity 
that they should do so. But, pray, what was 
circumcision to Abraham? "A seal of the 
righteousness of faith." This Mr. Noel admits ; 

but he maintains that ^^ neither the infants 
nor the servants generally could be looked 
upon as justified believers before their circum- 
cision; but to them it was simply what God 
had declared it to be, — a token of the covenant 
into which God had entered with them," — p. 174. 
Now, according to Mr. Noel's own admission, 
circumcision meant one thing in the case of 
Abraham, and quite another thing in the case 
of infants. To Abraham it was "a seal of 
righteousness ;" to infants, it was* " a token 
of the covenant." We might construct an 
argument against circumcision quite as power- 
ful, and more so, than any that can be 
adduced against baptism, by pleading that 
infant circumcision was at variance with adult 
circumcision. 

But I must not anticipate the subject of the 
next section. 

I advocate the baptism of infants. 

H 



98 SC&IFTtJBE BAPTISM. 

Secondlj. On account of the general analogy 
which exists between circiuncision and baptism. 

I say general analogy^ because it is not ne- 
cessary to establish a precise correspondence 
between the two. Our argument does not re- 
quire it ; for we appeal to the commission as 
the direct proof that we are to baptize infants ; 
and to circumcision^ as an indirect proof. It 
does not^ therefore^ at all a£fect our argument 
to cite^ as Mr. Noel does^ a number of instances 
in which there is no analogy between baptism 
and circumcision ; adopting a similar course, we 
might show that those persons^ and ordinances 
under the Old Testament, which we are accus- 
tomed to consider as symbolical of Christ, were 
not typical of Him, because the resemblance is 
not complete in every feature. I remark, then, 

I. Infants were circumcised. When God 
had made a covenant with Abraham, he com- 
manded " Every man child among you shall be 
circumcised," Gen. xvii. 10. So much im- 
portance was attached to this rite, and so 
jealous was God of its observance, that on one 
occasion, when Moses omitted to circumcise his 
child. He sought to kill him, Ex. iv, 24. It is 
obvious, therefore, that infants are capable of a 
religious rite. This is our answer to the in- 



SCEIPTTJRE BAPTISM. 99 

quiry so often proposed, why baptize a poor 
unconscioas babe ? Nearly all the arguments em- 
ployed against infant baptism maybe employed 
with equal force against infant circumcision. I 
have already given you an illustration of this; 
but others may be added. If it is unreason- 
able to baptize infants, because they are un- 
conscious of the ceremony that is performed, 
it was equally unreasonable to circumcise 
infants, for they were unconscious too. If it 
is unreasonable to baptize infants, because they 
are not capable of exercising faith, it was 
equally unreasonable to circumcise infants, 
because they were incapable of exercising 
faith. If it is unreasonable to baptize infants, 
because it is opposed to the voluntary and per- 
sonal nature of religion y the same objection lies, 
with equal force, against their circumcision. 
SeUgion, under the Old Testament, was as 
much a personal thing as under the New. There 
was as much necessity then as now for peni- 
tence and holiness ; for a new heart and a 
clean spirit. Whatever might have been com- 
pulsory in reference to external rites, there 
was no compulsion — there could be no com- 
pidsion in reference to that inward and spiritual 
grace, which alone constitutes both Jews and 

h2 
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Gentiles, the spiritual seed of Abraham. You 
might think to hear our Baptist friends argue 
respecting the voluntary and personal character 
of religion, under this dispensation, that there 
was nothing voluntary and personal in religion 
under the old economy. But it was as true 
then as now, that obedience and faith were re- 
quisite to render the worshipper acceptable to 
God ; and that no act of worship was regarded 
with approbation, which was performed without 
an intelligent apprehension of its nature and 
design. The altar might stream with the 
blood of bulls and of goats, — the incense might 
rise from the censer of the interceding priest, — 
the congregation might gather in the spacious 
courts of the gorgeous temple, — the new moons 
and sabbaths, the fasts and festivals might be 
scrupulously observed ; but all would be of no 
avail, if the people only "drew nigh to God 
with the mouth, and honoured Him with the 
lip." Even in that age of ritual observances 
and ceremonial forms, the great principle was 
unfolded and enforced, ^'to obey is better 
than sacrifice ;" and there is no sense now in 
which those words of the Apostle, (so often 
misappropriated), can be applied, " Whatsoever 
is not of faith is sin ;" but they are susceptible 
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of the same application to the religious rites of 
that dispensation which has passed away. 

I appeal to the circumcision of infants, not 
as a warrant for the baptism of infants, but in 
support of the principle, that unconscious babes 
are capable of a religious rite. 

II. Circumcision was a sign and seal to in- 
fants of spiritual blessings. 

Let us look at the covenant of which it was 
the sign, and let us endeavour to understand 
its nature. 

"When Abram was ninety years old and 
nine, the Lord appeared to Abram, and said 
unto him, I am the Almighty God ; walk before 
me, and be thou perfect: and I will make my 
covenant between me and thee, and will multi- 
ply thee exceedingly. And Abram fell on his 
feice : and God talked with him, saying. As for 
me, behold, my covenant is with thee, and thou 
shalt be a father of many nations. I will es- 
tablish my covenant between me and thee, and 
thy seed after thee in their generations, for an 
everlasting covenant, to be a God unto thee, 
and to thy seed after thee : and I will give 
unto thee, and to thy seed after thee, the land 
wherein thou art a stranger, all the land of 
Canaan, for an everlasting possession; and I 



102 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

will be their God. And God said unto Abra- 
ham, thou shalt keep my covenant, therefore, 
thou, and thy seed after thee, in their genera- 
tions. This is my covenant, which ye shall 
keep, between me and you and thy seed after 
thee. Every man child among you shall be 
circumcised — and it shall be the token of the 
covenant between me and you — and the undr- 
cumcised man child shall be cut off from the 
people ; he hath broken my covenant.'* Gen. 
xvii, 1 — 14. 

Mr. Noel regards this as merely a national 
covenant made with Abraham and his natural 
seed. He says that it was repeated to the Israel- 
ites at Sinai ; ^^ And Moses took the book of the 
covenant, and read it in the audience of the 
people ; and they said, all that the Lord hath 
said we will do, and be obedient; and Moses 
took the blood and sprinkled it on the people, 
and said. Behold the blood of the covenant 
which the Lord hath made with you, concern- 
ing all these words." Ex. xxiv, 7, 8. 

" It was then renewed on the banks of the 
Jordan." 

'^ Keep, therefore, the words of this cove- 
nant and do them. Ye stand this day, all of 
you, before the Lord your God, your little 
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onesy your wives, and the stranger that is in 
thy camp — that thou shouldest enter into cove- 
nant with the Lord thy God — that he may 
establish thee this day for a people unto himself, 
and that he may be unto thee a God, as he 
hath said unto thee, and as he hath shown 
unto thy fathers, to Abraham, to Isaac, and to 
Jacob." Deut. xxix, 9 — 13. 

Now I contend that this covenant was not 
*' merely a national covenant," but that it con- 
tained promises both of temporal and spiritual 
blessings. 

There is a substantial agreement between 
the Sinai covenant and the covenant made with 
Abraham; but when Mr. Noel pronounces 
them the same, and informs us that the cove- 
nant at Sinai was abrogated, inferring from 
this, that the covenant made with Abraham 
was abrogated too, he forgets the declaration 
of the Apostle, " Now this, I say, that the 
covenant which was confirmed before of God 
in Christ, the law which was four hundred and 
thirty years after cannot disannul , that it should 
make the promise of God of no effect." 

This covenant with Abraham was made four 
centuries before the establishment of the Mosaic 
dispensation, and is, therefore, entirely inde- 



104 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

pendent of it. Whether its promises are 
merely of temporal, and do not include spi- 
ritual blessings, must be determined by the 
terms employed, and by the exposition of the 
Aposde in the third chapter of his Epistle to 
the Galatians. Mr. Noel endeavours to set 
aside its spiritual meaning in the following 
way: 

(I.) He cites pp. 145, 146, a long and beau- 
tiful passage from the 105 Fsalm, in which the 
writer commemorates the goodness of God to 
the Jewish nation. Here is only an allusion to- 
temporal blessings, it is true. But why is this ? 
Why does the writer select but one promise 
out of the many promises made to Abraham, 
and celebrate, in such joyfid strains, the Divine 
faithfulness in giving the Israelites possession 
of the land of Canaan. The reason is obvious 
enough. It was to encourage the Jews who 
were languishing in captivity at Babylon.* 

(II.) Mr. Noel maintains, that the pro- 
mise to Abraham, " I will be a God unto thee 
and to thy seed after thee," may have " a loose 
sense," — p. 153. Let me solicit your attention 
to Dr. Wardlaw's exposition of these words. 

*' As to this promise, which certainly sounds 

* See Hengstengberg on the Psalms. 
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very like ' the exceeding great and precious 
promises of the new covenant/ it is of essential 
consequence, first of all, to notice, that in what- 
ever sense God promises here to be a God of 
Abraham himself. He promises in the same 
sense, to be a God of his seed. The promise 
is one. No hint is even given of His being the 
God of Abraham, in one sense, and the God of 
his seed in another. 

" It is no valid objection to this, that God is 
80 frequently spoken of as the Qod of the na- 
tion of Israel; and that in assuming this rela- 
tion to them as a nation. He represents Himself 
as ^remembering His covenant* with their 
fathers. It should be remembered that the 
nation of Israel springing from Abraham, in 
the line of Isaac and Jacob, was the Church of 
Ood. Now God has been the God of His 
church collectively considered, and regarded 
as containing the true Israel in all ages." 

Besides, there is no promise, either in the 
Old or New Testament, so comprehensive .as 
this ; it includes all present and future good. 
It contains every blessing which a child of God 
can possibly require, whether guidance or 
strength, protection or comfort. In seasons of 
penury, affliction, and persecution, the song of 
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the church has ever been^ ** This God is our 
God^ for ever and ever : He will be our guide 
even unto death." 

Unless Mr. Noel has some better argument 
than this to destroy the spiritual character of 
the Abrahamic covenant, I fear he wiU not 
succeed in conyincing such as^ with unbiased 
minds, are endeavouring to ascertain its import. 
But- 
Ill. Mr. Noel finds at length, in this 
covenant, the covenant of Grace. He discovers 
it in the promise, " Thou shalt be a father of 
many nations." *' Thus, then," he remarks, 
" the promises made to Abraham contained two 
distinct covenants; the one made with his 
natural posterity, the other with his spiritual 
posterity ; the one left its subjects in bondage, 
the other led its subjects to adoption ; the one 
furnished temporal advantages and means of 
instruction, the other secured salvation; the 
one was a conditional legal covenant, the other 
an unconditional covenant of grace. His 
spiritual posterity, as such, had no part in the 
first of these covenants ; his natural posterity, 
as such, had no part in the second," — ^p. 187. 
After reading this long paragraph, I re-perused 
the account given in Genesis, of the covenant 
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made with Abraham, to see if I could find any 
proof of these assertions there. Failing to find 
this proof, I turned to the commentary of the 
Apostle Paul, in his epistle to the Galatians, 
expecting to find it there, and thinking it pro- 
bable that at all events the Apostle understood 
the nature of the Abrahamic covenant, at least 
flw well as Mr. Noel. I cannot, however, find 
the shadow of a proof, either in the Old or 
New Testament, that two distinct covenants 
were made with Abraham. A covenant includ- 
ing temporal and spiritual blessings was made 
with Abraham and his seed. This covenant 
contained, first of aU, some personal promises 
to Abraham. What were these promises ? 
There is first the promise of a numerous pos- 
terity ^' I will multiply thee exceedingly ; 
thou shalt be a father of many nations." There 
is next the promise of the Divine favour and 
protection: ^^ I will be a God unto thee, and 
thy seed after thee." There is, lastly, the 
promise of an inheritance : " I will give unto 
thee, and thy seed after thee, the land wherein 
thou art a stranger, all the land of Canaan, for 
an everlasting possession." 

But this covenant contained also promises to 
the seed of Abraham. What were they? First, 
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an inheritance, '* The land of Canaan." Se- 
condly, the Divine favour and protection, " I 
wiU be their God." 

Now Mr. Noel admits, that the promise to 
Abraham, "Thou shalt be a father of many 
nations," contained the covenant of grace ; so 
that upon this matter we agree. He cites as a 
proof the language of the Apostle, Bom. iv, 
13 — 17, which you can consult, if you are at 
all doubtful upon this point. The question 
which I now ask, and to which I am desirous 
of obtaining a satisfactory answer, is, ^* Who 
are the seed** to whom the promises already 
quoted, are made ? Let the Apostle Paul re- 
ply: "If ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham's 
seed and heirs, according to the promise. 
Know ye, therefore, that they which are of 
faith, the same are the children of Abraham." 
*^ Now to Abraham and his seed were the pro- 
mises made. He saith not. And to seeds, as 
of many ; but as of one, and to thy seed, which 
is Christ," Gal. iii, 7, 16 — 29. Believing Oen- 
tiles constitute now, then, the seed of Abraham, 
and with them the promises of the covenant 
are made. They have an inheritance promised, 
not the earthly Canaan, but the heavenly, of 
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which this earthly was but the type. Yow will 
doubtless remember, that Abraham himself had 
no actual possession in this land, but *^ looked 
for a better country, that is, a heavenly ;" so 
that there is beyond all doubt a spiritual signi- 
fication attached to this promise, otherwise it 
was never fulfilled in the case of Abraham. 
They have, moreover, the promise, *^ I will be 
God to thee ;" and an interest in the covenant 
made with Abraham, " In thee shall all nations 
of the earth be blessed." 

It may be asked, *^ Do you then regard he- 
liemng Jews^ only, as constituting the seed with 
whom this covenant was originally made?" I 
answer, — under the former dispensation, the 
whole of the Jewish people constituted the pro- 
fessed Church of God, and that nationally, there- 
fore, they were included in this covenant, con- 
taining, as it undoubtedly did to them^ the 
promise of temporal blessings ; but as all were 
*'not Israel that were of Israel," so only the be- 
lieving part of the community experienced the 
fulfilment of the promise of spiritual blessings. 
I repeat, the whole nation was brought into 
a state of covenanted privilege, all enjoyed the 
external blessings of the covenant; but the 
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wpiiitofl part alone had llie pnmise fblfilled 
in its spiritoal raeamng — ^IwiUbea God unto 
tbee.** 

The present econ omy is nKse enlarged and 
comprehensive than the former one. Now, 
dierefbre, the hlessings covenanted with Abra- 
ham's seed are not confined to a single nation, 
for all nations are blessed in him, as the great 
progenitor of the Messiah, through whom sal- 
vation comes, irrespective of national distinc- 
tions, to both Jews and Gentiles. Abraham 
stands now in the same relation to aO nations, 
as he sustained formerly to one. Whatever 
relation he then sustained to the unbelieving 
Jew he now sustains to the unbelieving Gentile. 
Whatever relation he then sustained to the be- 
lieving Jew he now sustains to the believing 
Gentile. It will not, I presume, be denied, that 
even the unbelieving Jew— the "Jew outwardly," 
enjoyed great and numerous blessings through 
his connexion with Abraham. He not only in- 
horitodthe land of Canaan, but he possessed the 
external means of grace and the oracles of God. 
The believing Jew had nobler blessings still. He 
oxporicnced the blessedness of that man " whose 
iniquities are forgiven, and whose sins are covered, 
to whom the Lord will not impute sin ; " whilst 
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by virtue, (not of his faith, except as the instru- 
ment,) but of the promise contained in the 
covenant, he had in anticipation an ^^inhe- 
ritance incorruptible, undefiled, and that fadeth 
not away;" which, however dimly appre- 
hended by the eye of his faith, and obscured 
by the shadows of the imperfect dispensation 
beneath which he lived, was not the less surely 
*^ reserved for him in Heaven," or the less cer- 
tainly bestowed, when the time of his earthly 
sojourning was brought to a close. 

Of this covenant, circumcision was a sign and 
seal. It initiated the descendants of Abraham 
into the privileges of the covenant. " The son, 
on the eighth day after its birth, was circum- 
cised. By the fulfilment of this rite, he was 
consecrated to the service of the true God, — 
Gen. xvii, 10; comp. Bom. iv, 11. This, no 
doubt, was the principal end of circumcision ; 
but there were some subsidiaryobjects."* "No," 
says Mr. Noel ; " the privileges of the first 
covenant (e. «., the national,) were attained by 
birth ; the privileges of the second by a new 
birth. Faith alone was no introduction into the 
first; descent alone was no introduction into 
the second. Many Gentiles, who triumphed 

* Jalm's Biblical Antiquities, p. 160. Oxford edition. 
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in Christ, were excluded from the one ; and all 
the Jews who rejected Christ, were excluded 
from the other. When, therefore, circumcision 
was administered to the Jewish infant, it was a 
token of the Abrahamic national covenant, with- 
in which the infant was placed by birth, but 
no token of the Abrahamic covenant of grace, 
within which the infant was not placed till it 
became regenerate by grace," — p. 191. After 
the examination into which I have entered 
of the nature of the Abrahamic covenant, I 
think I might leave it with you to decide, how far 
Mr. Noel's (assertions are sustained hj/acts; 
but, if you will be patient with me a little 
longer, I feel inclined to strengthen my posi- 
tion, that circumcision was a sign and seal to 
infants of spiritual blessings. 

Mr. Noel is wrong in his first statement, that 
the privileges of the national covenant were 
attained by hirth. Here I am more orthodox 
than he. How can he venture upon such an 
assertion as this, with the words before him. 
" The uncircumcised man-child shall be cut off 
from the people, he hath broken my cove- 
nant," — Gen. xvii, 14. I ask Mr. Noel, if 
any Jew had failed to receive in childhood the 
rite of circumcision, would he not, by this edict^ 
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have been separated from the people^ from 
their national blessings and ecclesiastical pri- 
vileges ? 

Finding Mr. Noel's first statement incorrect, 
I am not at all surprised at the second. 

" Circumcision was no token of the Abra- 
hamic covenant of grace, within which the in- 
fant was not placed until it became regenerate 
by grace." Of what, then, was it a token ? 
" Of the national covenant," replies Mr. Noel. 
But it is evident that it could not be exclusively 
a token of this part of the covenant (for I do 
not admit that there were two covenants,) from 
the fact, that those were circumcised who never 
shared in its civil and religious rights. We read 
that '^ Abraham took Ishmael, and circumcised 
him the self-same day, as God had said imto 
him." Gen. xvii, 23. 

Now it is scarcely conceivable that the Pa- 
triarch would so mistake the nature of the rite 
which God had instituted, as to administer it 
on the self-same day to Ishmael, if in his case it 
had no significance. Ishmael had just been re- 
jected from the covenant which was to be esta- 
blished with Isaac ; for in answer to Abraham's 
prayer, '^ that Ishmael might live before 
thee," God said : " Sarah, thy wife, shall bear 

1 
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thee a son, indeed; and thou shalt call his 
name Isaac ; and I will establish my covenant 
with him for an everlasting covenant, and with 
his seed after him. And as for Ishmael, I have 
heard thee. Behold I have blessed him ; and 
will make him fruitfbl, and multiply him ex- 
ceedingly." Gen. xvii, 18 — 20. 

May we not, therefore, gather from the cir- 
cumcision of Ishmael, that though he was not 
to be recognized as federally connected with 
Abraham, still he was not dispossessed of 
spiritual blessings, should he exercise the same 
&ith which was counted unto his fether for 
righteousness. I suppose Mr. Noel, with all 
his zeal for the carnal nature of the covenant 
of which he considers circumcision as the token, 
will scarcely maintain that no spiritual blessings 
were enjoyed under the former dispensation, 
except by the direct descendants of Isaac. 
This would be a bold position to assume ; and 
if it could be established (which I believe it 
cannot), would render Judaism rigid indeed. 
Let it be granted, then, that spiritual blessings 
catdd be enjoyed by all Abraham's descendants, 
whether in the line of Isanc or not, and we per- 
ceive some reason for Ishmael's circumcision. 
The poor wanderer in the Arabian desert, re- 
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ceived in this rite, administered by his father's 
hand, the assurance that should he seek Him, 
his father's God would be his God. 

If I am wrong in my explanation, stiU this 
does not affect my argument, that Ishmael's cir- 
cumcision is a proof, that the rite was not a 
token of the national covenant. 

It will further aid us in determining the nature 
of circumcision, if we recall the description 
given of it in the New Testament. Is it there 
described as a political rite, or as a sign of 
spiritual blessings ? The Apostle, in answering 
the inquiry, ^^ What profit is there in circum- 
cision ?" replies, " Much every way, chiefly be- 
cause that imto them were committed the oracles 
of God." Rom. iii, 1, 2. This was its chief 
benefit; not that it conferred any civil dis- 
tinction, but that it secured the possession of 
the word of God. Again he informs us : ^^ He 
is not a Jew which is one outwardly, neither 
is that circumcision which is outward in the 
flesh : But he is a Jew which is one inwardly ; 
and circumcision is that of the heart, in the 
spirit, and not in the letter, whose praise is not 
of men, but of God." Eom. ii, 28, 29. Surely 
no language can more plainly indicate, that the 
great object contemplated by circumcision was 

i2 
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the consecration of the Jews to Grod^ and that 
in no case was its design fulfilled where there 
was the absence of internal purity. It is^ more- 
over, employed to represent regeneration. ** In 
whom also ye are circumcised with the circum- 
cision made without hands, in putting off the 
body of the sins of the flesh by the circum- 
cision of Christ." Col. ii, 11. And yet once 
more you read ; " Circumcision is the keeping 
of the commandments of God.'* 1st. Cor. vii, 
19. The nature and design of other Jewish 
ordinances are no where expounded to us so 
fully in the pages of the New Testament as 
this important rite, and hence there is none 
the meaning of which ought to be more clearly 
understood. 

When, therefore, Mr. Noel adduces numerous 
illustrations of the carnal or national privileges, 
of which circumcision was the token, the reply 
is obvious. The covenant made with Abra- 
ham, though primarily a covenant of spiritual 
blessings, included at the same time, promises 
of temporal good. Whilst, therefore, circum- 
cision was primarily intended as a sign of these 
spiritual blessings, it became, also, to the des- 
cendants of Isaac a token of national pri- 
vileges. But this was only subsidiary to its 
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clmf design^ because, as we have seen, it was 
not exclusively administered to Isaac's de- 
scendants ; because the Apostle in referring to 
it in the New Testament, no where speaks of 
the national privileges, but often alludes to the 
spiritual blessings of which it was the sign. 
And we may add a third reason ; because the 
rite requiring that the flesh of the foreskin 
should be circumcised, was an expressive em- 
blem of that separation from the world, and 
cutting off of sinful habit, which was required 
of all to whom the gracious promise was made 
'* I will be thy God." This is expressed in 
the language of Moses when he addressed the 
Israelites, ^* Circumcise the foreskin of your 
heart, and be no more stiffhecked." 

It cannot be too often urged, that the Abra- 
hamic covenant, and the Mosaic economy are 
disiinct. The one, according to the Apostle, 
was not affected by the introduction of the 
other, and still abides. If then, the connexion 
of children with that covenant was marked by 
a sign Divinely appointed, where is our incon- 
sistency in employing an outward ceremony now 
to denote that this connexion still exists ? The 
covenant was not made with Abraham as a 
Jew, but as a believer^ in reward for his emi- 
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nent piety and distinguished &ith. He was 
expressly informed tliat Iiis seed should be nu- 
merous as the stars of heaven^ and that all 
nations should be blessed in him^ by sharing 
in the privileges of the covenant made with 
him. 

As^ therefore, infants were circumcised^ and 
as circumcision was a sign of spiritual blessings, 
there is nothing incongruous with the nature of 
reUgion, in administering to children the rite 
of baptism. Certainly, the children circum- 
cised by a Divine command, were as unconscious 
and as incapable of exercising repentance or 
faith, and had as little intelligent perception 
of the nature of the ordinance to which their 
parents brought them, as the children whom we 
baptize. The general analogy between circum- 
cision and baptism affords a powerful support 
to our practice. We do not expect to find the 
analogy complete ; we acknowledge that there 
is a sense in which circumcision was confined 
exclusively to the Jews as a token of national 
blessings ; and, tiiough Mr. Noel has spent so 
much time as he has thought fit to spend, and 
written so many pages as he has tiiought fit to 
write, to prove that there are many, very many 
points in which there is no correspondence 
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whatever between the two institutions, he has 
no more set aside the argument which Psedo- 
baptists derive from circumcision in favour of 
baptism, than he would disprove the fact, that 
there were ancient types which pre-figured the 
Saviour, by writing a book to show that this 
was utterly impossible, because he had dis- 
covered numerous important particulars in 
which the parallel between them utterly failed. 

I shall not find a more fitting opportunity 
than this for observing that I would not con- 
fine the administration of baptism to the children 
of believers. After very serious consideration 
and protracted inquiry, I am compelled to 
decide in favour of, what is called by many, 
the indiscriminate administration of this ordi- 
nance. Able as are the arguments of Dr. 
Wardlaw, in his admirable treatise on Infant 
Baptism, for confining this ordinance to 
the children of believers, I cannot consci- 
entiously adopt the practice of the Scottish 
Churches, and of many eminent Faedo-baptist 
ministers in the south. I assign the following 
reasons : — 

First. There is no limitation in the commission 
It embraces " all nations,'' and commands us to 
disciple them. We complain of our Baptist 
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brethren for restricting to believers what is so 
comprehensiye. Do not those fall into a similar 
error who restrict it to believers and their 
children ? If infants are capable of being dis- 
cipled at all, (and Paedo-baptists universally 
admit that they are), what is there to exclude 
any child, whether of believing or unbeHeving 
pJents,from being baptized ? In other words, 
can the unbelief of the parent prevent the dis- 
cipleship of the child ? 

Secondly. By the refusal to baptize any but 
the children of believers, our firiends make the 
present dispensation narrower and more re- 
stricted than the Jewish economy. 

If the child of every Jew was circumcised, 
the child of every Gentile ought to be baptized. 
It does not appear to me a sufficient answer to 
this to reply, that the parents of all these 
children were members of the Church, and 
that " the privilege existed in the Church and 
was co-extensive with it." The Church mem- 
bership of these parents proved nothing as to 
their character; they might be pious asHezekiah, 
or reprobate at Manasseh, and yet their children 
were circumcised ; so were the descendants of 
that whole generation who fell in the toildemess, 
because of their unbelief. Those who found 
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their argument for baptism on circumcision, 
(which I do not, though I summon the Old 
Testament rite as an important witness in 
favour of the New Testament ordinance), might 
indeed restrict baptism to the children of pious 
parents, if circumcision had been thus restricted. 
But was this the case? To limit baptism, 
therefore, to the children of piotM parents, is 
to impose a restriction under this dispensation, 
which did not exist even under the Mosaic 
law. I shall probably be reminded that, under 
that law every circumcised person belonged to 
the Church,* and partook of the Passover ; and 
that, therefore, to be consistent, we should admit 
all whom we baptize to the privileges of the 
Church. I reply, if circumcision admitted every 
Israelite to the Church privileges of the Jewish 
nation, still this was not the design contemplated 

* Mr. Noel denieB that the Jewish nation was the Church. 
He says — ** There was a Church of GKkL within that nation, as 
there are Churches of Christ within England, France, India, 
and China ; but Israel itself was no more the Church than 
these nations are," — p. 143. This assertion certainly has one 
merit — that of originality. But is it true ? What was the 
design of GK>d in separating the Jews from the other nations ? 
but that they might be as a people dedicated to Him — ^be re- 
garded as His professed servants, and be typical of the 
Church of Christ. Has England or France ever been sepa- 
rated from all other nations as the Jews were separated, and 
addressed as the chosen and beloved of Gk>d? Mr. Noel 
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in its original institution. It might have been 
employed for this purpose under the Mosaic 
economy ; but I must be excused for repeating 
that the Abrahamic covenant and the Mosaic 
economy are not to be confounded with each 
other. As the Mosaic economy has been 
abolished, and a more spiritual dispensation 
instituted in its stead — a dispensation which, 
though it embraces nations in its benevolent 
regard, yet requires faith and piety of such as 
incorporate themselves in Church fellowship, 
and approach the table of our Lord, — ^we cannot 
admit any into that fellowship, or invite any 
to that table, excepting those of whom we have 
good reason to hope that they have been ^^ bom 
again," and have become "new creatures in 
Jesus Christ." 

Baptism does not admit any into the visible 
Church, neither does natural birth. We em- 
ploy it in the same way as circumcision was 

says there was a Church within the nation. Unquestionably 
there was, consisting of the Spiritual seed of Abraham ; but 
there was no visible church in the world at all, if the Jewish 
nation did not constitute it. For ages all the lineal des- 
cendants from Abraham were incorporated into one body 
which was partly political and partly ecclesiatical ; but the 
political was always made subserrient to the ecclesiastical, 
and the great priyileges possessed by those who belonged to 
it were not so much civil advantages as spiritual blessings. 
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originally employed, viz., as a token of the 
covenant made with Abraham, which now in- 
cludes aM nations, as formerly it was confined to 
one. I regard baptism as a sign that the child 
to whom it is administered, is living under the 
Gospel dispensation, and has an interest in its 
covenanted mercy. As no infant is excluded 
from that covenant^ none ought to he excluded 
from its sign. 

All this a digression. I should like to have 
extended it, but perhaps I ought to apologize 
for its introduction, as it is scarcely courteous 
to leave Mr. Noel so long unnoticed. 

I shall not adduce the promises made to 
godly parents, as a warrant for infant baptism. 
Beautiful and instructive as these promises are, 
and ample as is the encouragement which 
affords to train up children in the nurture and 
admonition of the Lord, the ^^ excellent men 
who derive the duty of baptizing infants from 
such passages," are very few, and are quite 
competent, I doubt not, to defend themselves. 
But I advocate infant baptism. 

Thirdly. From the language employed by 
our Lord in reference to children. 

You will find the words in Mark x, 13 — 16, 
" And they brought young children to Him, 
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that He should touch them ; and his disciples 
rebuked those that brought them. But when 
Jesus saw it^ He was much displeased y and 
said unto them^ ^ Suffer the litde children to 
come unto Me, and forbid them not, for of such 
is the Kingdon of God. Verily, I say unto you, 
whosoever shall not receive the Kingdom of 
God as a little child, he shall not enter therein ;' 
and He took them up in his arms, put his 
hands upon them, and blessed thenu" 

Mr. Noel remarks on this passage, ^'That the 
very &ct of those who brought their children 
to Jesus, being reproved by the disciples for 
so doing, affords evidence that our Lord did 
not then sanction infant baptism; for had he 
done so, the disciples would not have reproved 
those who were fulfilling a customary duty, but 
would have known it to be His will that infants 
should be brought to Him." 

We might possibly suppose this, if we did 
not know the extreme forwardness of the dis- 
ciples in rebuking those who came to the 
Saviour. Whether it was from jealousy or 
from ignorance, it seemed to be their custom 
to repel, instead of to invite, the applicants who 
sought His mercy. 
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When the Canaanitish woman cried, "fiave 
mercy on me, O Lord, thou Son of David! " 
His disciples came and besought Him, saying, 
" Send her away." But who would argue from 
this ? — '^ Our Lord did not sanction any appli- 
cant ; for had He done so. His disciples would 
not have besought Him to send this woman 
away, but would have known that it was his 
will that she should come to Him.'* 

I can scarcely think that Mr. Noel seriously 
intended to argue, that the Saviour had been 
unaccustomed to receive children, because on 
one occasion His disciples rebuked those who 
brought them ! If so, I can only say, that by 
such trivial objections he does great injury to 
his cause ; for one is apt to think that such argu- 
ments would not be wasted by an advocate who is 
conscious that he has weightier reasons to argue. 
However, Mr. Noel proceeds to ask four 
questions; and we cannot do better than ask 
them too. 

1. ^' What our Lord meant by the Kingdom 
of Heaven ? 2. What is meant by the expres- 
sion that the Kingdom is of any persons? 
8. Who are the persons indicated by the word 
such ? And 4. How these words were adapted 
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p> dMnr die <Hiriplfy dist Act kid mgiisd^ 
foogbt to pie i ent die ddUtr^iL inam ben^ 
htcfo^bx. to Jesus / " 

1. ^ Wliat oar Locd nemt br die EjngdoBi 

• 

The KiDgiamt of God neans genenJhr^ if 
not ahrap, die leign of God orcr men, br' his 
Spirit in eardi and in HeaTen," — p. S19. I 
should rather describe die Kingdom of Heaven 
as that dispensation which die Sarionr esta- 
blished in the world. Thisisits most oompre- 
hensiye sense ; and when we attempt to define 
a term^ the definition should be such as to in- 
clude its more limited, whilst it expresses its 
more general meaning. Mr. Noel must admit, 
that in some of the shorter parables, the phrase. 
Kingdom of Heaven, does not denote the reign 
of God over men by his Spirit, because various 
characters are represented as being gathered 
into it. I do not regard the kingdom of heaven 
or the Gospel economy as the Church, for the 
New Testament no where expresses the idea of 
one visible church, and much mischief has re- 
sulted from confounding^ what appears to me 
essentially different.* But when our Lord 

* I was mTich gratified in meeting with the following 
remark by Mr. Morison of Zilmamock, in the Notes 
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affirmed to his disciples that these children 
belonged to his kingdom^ they would surely 
understand him as intimating that they were 
not excluded from sharing in the privileges 
which it brought, and that He condemned 
them for supposing that children had no interest 
in that spiritual administration which he had 
established. They must have thus understood 
Him, for they could not suppose that he meant 
that God reigned over their hearts by the 
power of his Spirit. Even if the (ige of these 
children rendered this possible, the disciples 
could not be cognizant of it, and could not, 
therefore, be blamed for rebuking those who 
brought them. But as children were the sub- 
jects of a former dispensation, so are they the 
subjects of the Christian economy. 

2. " What is meant by the expression 

to the English edition of Dr. Wood's work on In&uit Sap- 
tism. It so clearly expresses the sentiments which I 
have long entertained and often advocated, that I cannot re- 
frain from quoting it. " I have never yet been able to see 
that the Christian Church and the Kingdom of Heaven on 
earth, are precisely identical phrases. I think they differ 
in this respect, that the Kingdom of Heaven, like all other 
kingdoms, includes the children of the subjects, while the 
Church is the society of the subjects themselves. Hence, I 
do not regard baptism as introducing the baptized person 
into the Church.'* 
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the kingdom of heaven is of such persons ? 
The expression, " of such is the kingdom, 
means, not that the kingdom is composed of 
such, but that it belongs to such ; it is theirs," 
—p. 220. 

3. **Who are the persons indicated by the 
word "such?" They are those who through 
grace are childlike persons, such as litde 
children are,"— p. 220. 

Mr. Noel cites a few instances, in which he 
says, ^* such^ with or without the article, does 
not mean the persons or things previously 
spoken of, but persons or things like them, 
including them or not, as the case may be. 
Hence, in the text, the word " such " must 
mean persons like children, not the children 
themselves." 'Most conclusive reasoning! If 
you will find Mr. Noel a few passages which 
favour, or seem to favour, any view he has 
adopted, he will quote them as affording de- 
monstrative evidence, that his conclusion is 
right, entirely overlooking the fact, that other 
evidence may be adduced to set that con- 
clusion aside. 

Notwithstanding, however, Mr. Noel's as- 
sertion, that " of such are the kingdom of 
heaven," wiw^^mean "persons like children," 
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I think it may mean the children themselves. 
This appears : — 

First, From the scope of the passage. It is, 
I may venture to say, impossible to lay down any 
arbitrary rules for the interpretation of Scripture, 
for the inspired penmen do not employ words 
with philosophical exactness ; and, indeed, the 
same word, as we all know, has various significa- 
tions. Rightly, then, to interpret the word of 
God, we must consider the connexion of its 
different parts. Looking at the connexion of 
these words, with the rebuke which had just 
been uttered, and regarding them as assigning 
a reason for that rebuke^ it does certainly strike 
the mind, that if the " such" refers to persons 
of a childlike disposition, it is no reason, for 
the Saviour's displeasure with the disciples for 
forbidding children to come to Him. If so, 
the meaning would be this — '^ They brought 
young children to Jesus that he should touch 
them; but his disciples rebuked those that 
brought them ; but when Jesus saw it, he was 
displeased, and said. Suffer the little children to 
come unto me," because of persons of a child- 
like disposition the kingdom of God is com- 
posed. The Saviour then regarded these chil- 

K 
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dren, not for their own sake, but because they 
were emblematical of his spiritual subjects. 

I confess that I am unable to take this view 
of the passage ; for, although it is admitted 
that the Saviour proceeds to institute the com- 
parison referred to, there is an essential differ- 
ence between his instituting this comparison 
as an additional reason why children should 
not be despised, and his adducing it as the chief 
argument why children should be received. 

Second. The phrase " of such is the kingdom 
of heaven," )nay mean the children themselves, 
firom the general signification of the word 
rotoCrof. The sense of roiovros may be inde- 
finite without the article ; but it is usually, if 
not always definite, where the article is em- 
ployed. Mr. Noel is not very fortunate in the 
illustrations which he gives in support of his 
interpretation of this passage. He cites Mark 
iv, 33, ^^ With many stick parables spake He 
the word unto them." Here there is no article, 
but whilst it means with parables of a similar 
nature, surely it has a more definite meaning 
as well, and includes the parables he had just 
been delivering. He cites John viii, 6, " Moses 
in the law commanded us that such should be 
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stoned:" — ^these persons — ^persons guilty of 
this crime. He cites Bom. i, 32, " They which 
commit such things/' — ^these things, as the Apos- 
tle had enumerated in the previous verses. For 
the meaning of TOioSror you may consult Mark 
ix, 37; John iv^ 23; Acts xix, 25; 1st Cor. v. 11 ; 
2nd Cor. xii, 2 ; Gal. v, xxi ; Eph. v, 27 ; and 
John viii. Most of these passages are adduced 
by Bobinson to illustrate, what I am endea- 
vouring to establish, that rotoSTor with the article 
*^ marks something definite or already men- 
tioned."* 

I think that I have shown you, that the 
phrase '^ of such is the kingdom of heaven," 
not only may mean, but does mean, of these 
children. 

I observe, however, that Mr. Noel seeks to 
strengthen his position by the expression used 
by our Lord in the 15th verse, *^ Whosoever 
shall not receive the kingdom of God as a little 
child, shall not enter therein." But where is 
the necessity for supposing that the 15th verse 

Mr, Grodwin remarks — " When T0i0t>T0f is used as here 
with the article, it iiwaHcihly refers especially to the objects 
before mentioned, and not merely to those which resemble them. 
It occurs thus in thirty passages of the New Testament ; 
and, without one exception, they confirm this rule." — Chris- 
tian Baptism, by John Godwin, p. 281. 

k2 
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is explanatory of the 14th verse ? If the scope 
of the passage and the grammar of the passage 
indicate that the 14th verse refers to the chil- 
dren themselves^ is it not more in accordance 
with sound exegesis to regard the 15th verse 
as containing another thought, and alluding to 
another subject ? 

But Mr. Noel has another objection ; ** Ad- 
mitting, further, what cannot be admitted, that 
the word such must include children, though it 
doQs not exclude others who resemble them; 
then the text must state that all those who are 
designated by the word * such ' children or 
adults receive the kingdom on the same 
grounds," — ^p. 224. Unquestionably they must ; 
but does this exclude children from participating 
in the external privileges of this kii^gdom? 
Regeneration is not requisite for this, either in 
the child or in the adult ; and it is only by the 
right use of these external privileges that the 
child or the adult can be made the participator 
of its spiritual blessings. 

Fourth. " How these words were adapted to 
show the disciples that they had unjustly sought 
to prevent the children from being brought to 
Christ." 

This we have already seen. It was not 
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merely by teaching the disciples, that he loved 
**the humility, simplicity, teachableness, sin- 
cerity, and submission of these children," but 
that he loved the children themselves. Certainly, 
the latter is the most natural interpretation of 
the words. He suffered children to come to 
Him, because they (as well as others) were the 
objects of his benignant regard, and, because, 
the kingdom which he had established included 
them among its subjects. Hence, it was wrong 
in the disciples to forbid them. What right 
had they to suppose that children had no interest 
in the Saviour's love, and no participation in 
the privileges of his kingdom ? But you wiU 
reply ; — admitting that your interpretation of 
this passage is correct, still it does not prove 
that infants are to be baptized. We have no 
record of their baptism ; it is said, " He took 
them up in his arms and blessed them." I 
admit that we have no record of their baptism ; 
but we are not informed that their parents 
sought their baptism on this occasion. Besides, 
our Lord never baptized. If, therefore, you 
remind me that we no where read that the 
Saviour baptized infants, my reply is, and we 
no where read that He baptized adults. We have 
only a statement in very general terms, that He, 
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'' by His disciples baptized more disciples than 
John." The argument I deduce from this pas- 
sage in favour of infant baptism^ is an indirect 
one. It is this — If infants are members of the 
Saviour's kingdom^ then they are entitled to 
the sign of membership. This text standing 
alone would not prove the doctrine of infant 
baptism^ (as many texts could not be regarded 
as affording an indubitable proof of the atone- 
ment or divinity of Christ, if regarded apart 
from their connexion with others) ; but when 
associated with other passages, it is valuable 
and important evidence, which shoidd be care- 
fully weighed.* 

* The objection is often urged against Fedo-baptiBts, 
that their arguments are vnferetdial rather than direct. The 
nature of the argument adduced in support of any doctrine 
or religious ordinance mnst depend upon the nmnner in which 
6k)d has revealed it. If He has given a direct explanation of 
its nature, then inference is unnecessary ; i^ on the contrary, 
He has revealed His will concerning it in general terms, 
then we are compelled to resort to this method of arriving at 
a knowledge of that wilL Where is it clearly stated that the 
Jewish dispensation is abolished ? But we infer that it is 
so, from the advent of the Messiah and the spiritual kingdom 
which He established. Where is there any injunction that 
we should observe the first day of the week as the Sabbath 
instead of the seventh ? But we infer that it is the will of 
Christ that we should thus observe it — ^from His resurrection 
on that day ; from His subsequent appearance to His diciples 
on that day, and the example of His Apostles. This method 
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" There is," says Leonard Woods,* " a 
general consideration which should not be 
overlooked in the interpretation of the text 
now before us, viz., that it was addressed to 
Jews. The Jews were accustomed to a dis- 
pensation, under which the children of God*s 
people were considered and treated as belong- 
ing to their sacred community, and as entitled 
to inherit its blessings. Their scriptures plainly 
required that they should be treated in this 

which G-od has adopted of making known His will, is most 
advantageous to us. It awakens within us a spirit of in- 
quiry ; it leads us diligently to search the Word of Gk>d, 
comparing Scripture with Scripture ; it teaches us that no 
investigation can be too minute, and no study too laborious, 
if we would thoroughly understand this Divine revelation. 
I am reminded of the language of Edmund Burke, "The 
Scripture is no summary of doctrines regularly digested, in 
which a man could not mistake his way ; it is a most vene- 
rable but most multifiurious collection of the records of the 
Divine economy : a collection of an infinite variety of cosmo- 
gony, theology, history, prophecy, psahnody, morality, 
apologue, allegory, legislation, ethics, carried through diffe- 
rent books by different authors, at different ages for different 
ends and purposes. It is necessary to sort out what is m- 
tended for example ; what only is narrative ; what is to be 
understood literally ; what figuratively ; where one precept is 
to be controlled and modified by another ; what is tempo- 
rary ; what of perpetual obligation ; what appropriated to 
one state and one set of men ; and what the general duty of 
all Christians." 

* Infant Baptism, by Dr. Woods, English edition, pp, 68, 69. 
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manner. But on the particular occasion now 
referred to, the disciples seem to have forgotten 
this principle. They treated the little children 
who were brought to Christ, as though it had 
escaped their recollection, that children were 
the objects of God's favour, and that they sus- 
tained so high a relation to the society of His 
people. Had there not been something faulty 
in the feelings of the disciples, they would not 
have done such a thing as to forbid the children 
to be brought to Christ for his blessing, and 
most certainly they would not have received 
his rebuke. The answer of Christ was per- 
fectly suited to correct their mistake, and to 
teach them what, as the posterity of Abraham, 
they would easily understand, namely, that 
children were to have the same relationship to 
the Church of God, under the Christian dispen- 
sation as before. 

If I do not notice Mr. NoePs ** argument 
from 1st Cor. vii, 14," it is not because I agree 
with his interpretation of that passage, but 
because I am not prepared to urge it in favour 
of infant baptism. 

I advocate infant baptism. 

Fourthly. From the household baptisms re- 
corded in the Acts of the Apostles. 
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" We find, in the New Testament, three in- 
stances recorded in which whole households 
were baptized. The first is the baptism of 
Lydia and her household at Philippi (Acts xvi. 
15) ; the second is that of the gaoler and his 
household, at the same place (Acts xvi. 33) ; 
and the third is that of the household of 
Stephanas (1 Cor. i. 16.) From which instances 
it is inferred that the baptism of families was 
the general practice of the Aposdes — that the 
infants in these families were baptized, and 
that, therefore^ infants ought to be baptized 
now,"— p. 233. 

Mr. Noel is quite right. Such is our state- 
ment, and such the inference we deduce from it. 

Mr. Noel's first objection to this inference is, 
that if we read of three households that were 
baptized, we read of five that believed. 

"If it be objected respecting the five be- 
lieving households, that either they contained 
no children, or else that children were excluded 
from the statement, as being incapable of faith, 
I reply, respecting the three baptized house- 
holds, either they contained no children, or 
children were excluded from the statement, as 
being incapable of the faith required in bap- 
tism, and, therefore, unfit to receive the rite. 
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The meaning of the word household must 
be as comprehensive in the second series of 
instances as the first," — ^p. 235. 

" Must be as comprehensive ! " There is no 
must in the case. If an expression be used 
which limits the comprehensiveness of the 
term, household, — ^if, for instance, it is said a 
household believed, this indicates that there is 
no reference to infants, whether they belonged 
to it or not, because they cannot exercise faith. 

For instance, we read — " I know Abraham 
that he will command his children and his 
household after him, and they shall keep the 
way of the Lord to do justice and judgment." 
Gen. xviii, 19. 

Mr. Noel might argue that there were no 
children in Abraham's household, because they 
were incapable of keeping the way of the Lord ; 
of doing justice and judgment — ^but here chil- 
dren are expressly mentioned. 

Again, we read, that Jacob said to his house- 
hold, ^* Put away strange gods," — Gen. xxxv, 
3. Mr. Noel might argue that there were no 
infants in Jacob's family, because infants were 
incapable of putting these gods away. 

Once more — Mr. Noel might contend that 
there were no infants in the households of the 
Levites, when we read the injunction given 
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them^ in reference to the tithe offering of the 
Israelites, " Ye shall eat it in every place, ye 
and your households" (Num. xxviii, 81), be- 
cause infants are incapable of eating. 

I have abstained from adducing the striking 
illustrations which Dr. Wardlaw brings forward 
in answer to this objection ; and as Mr. Noel 
professes to have read his book, I am surprised 
that he makes no reference to them; but 
though I decline the aid of his illustrations, I 
adopt his concluding remark — " Let no baptist 
say indignantly, this is ridiculous ; it is making 
a joke of the matter," " I grant it is ; it is fit 
for nothing else. But let him recollect that 
the materials of the joke are furnished by his 
own friends. Let the argument (if it must have 
a name to which it has no tide) be withdrawn, 
and there will be no room left for the joke. I 
am only ashamed, indeed, of being obliged to 
argue at aU."* 

* Amongst Dr. WardlaVs iUustrationB, the two following 
are especially worthy your notice. When Joshua says, ** As 
for mo and my house, we will serve the Lord" — does any one 
oyer think of inferring that his fiunily could not contain any 
infants, because infants were incapable of serving the Lord ? 
The children of Israel were commanded, in preparing the 
Passover, to take a lamb for a house, according to the number 
of souls. Are we to infer firom this that they numbered the 
mouths of sucking inf&nts P or that there were no such in- 
fants at that time in the fiimilies of Israel P"— pp. 126, 126. 
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The instances which we bring forward in sup- 
port of infant baptism, are those in which 
mention is made of the faith of the heads of the 
household, whilst no mention is made of that 
of the family who were baptized on account of 
the faith of the parent. 

Before, however, we proceed to investigate 
these three instances, it may be useful to ex- 
amine into the meaning of the phrase ^^ house- 
hold." What is it? Olxof, translated house- 
hold, commonly signifies a family. In such a 
sense it is used in the Old Testament. The 
editor of Calmet's Dictionary of the Bible has 
furnished convincing evidence of this : and as 
the book is not generally accessible, I am per- 
suaded that I shall be doing good service^ by the 
following quotation. If an apology be needed 
for its length, let that apology be its value. 

*^ According to the Hebrews, the meta- 
phorical derivation of the term hotise was from 
the circumstance of a dwelling-house being 
built — ^built up of stones, for instance — a meta- 
phorical house, — therefore, a family was a build- 
ing of living stones. Which are the proper 
living stones to build up a family or house? 
Are they the seniors or the juniors ? 

*^ The direct reference of the term house is 
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to the infants primarily and properly, and to 
the seniors or even to the parents, if at all, 
accidentally and occasionally only. The proof 
of this may rest on the following passages, and 
first of the metaphor building — ^2nd Sam. vii, 
27; 2nd Sam. vii, 11—29; Ex. i, 21 ; Ps. cxxvii. 

The proof that house imports children dis- 
tinct from their parents — Gen. xvi, 2; xxx, 
3 — ^the marginal reading in both passages is 
" be bnilded by her." 

The proof that house means infants explicitly 
—Num. xvi, 27—32. 

^^ Dathan and Abiram came out and stood 
in the door of their tents, and their wives and 
their sons, and their little children, and the 
earth opened her mouth and swallowed them 
up, and kousea.^* TTieir little children^ then, 
were their houses. Job xx, 28. 

The increase of his hotese shall roll away. 
That the term increase of a house means a 
family — see 1st Sam. ii, 3 ; Ps. Ixviii, 6. God 
setteth the solitary (man) in a house, t. e., 
infants — Mar. and Heb. God maketh the 
barren woman to sit in her house — ^family ; the 
joyftd mother of children — ^Psalm cxiii, 2. 

We need extend our inquiries no further ; 
let us reduce the results to conclusive evidence. 
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By what was Sarai and Bacliael huUded up ? 
By infants. 

What does the term houses imply ? Little 
children. 

In what house does God set the solitary 
man? 

In an infant family. 

In what house does God set the barren 
woman? 

In an infant family. 

What is the increase of a house ? Infants. 

What is a house in the sense of fruit of the 
womb ? Infants.* 

In these instances the term house signifies 
infant ; it can signify nothing else ; and^ more- 
over^ it signifies infants^ though not actually 
present. With these instances of the significa- 
tion of the term house in the Old Testament^ 
before your eyes, and with every demonstration 
of the continued sense and adoption of the 
term by the Apostles, to the same purport and 
intention, and without variation, in the New 
Testament, give me leave to ask you, — 

What did the Apostles baptize when they 
say that they baptize houses ? " f 

* Ten instances are quoted. I haye omitted some, 
t Taylor on Baptism, Third Letter, pp. 8 — 14. 
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But let us consider the household baptisms 
recorded in the Acts. 

The first is that of Lydia and her family; 
Acts xvi, 15. 

^^ Of them/* says Mr. Noel, " it is not said 
they believed, neither is it said that there were 
any infants, and it would obviously be wrong 
to rest the propriety of baptizing infants upon 
the assumption that there were infants in that 
one family." 

K you have carefully read the evidence 
already adduced, as to the meaning of the 
term house, you will, I think, admit that after 
all the assumption that there were young chil- 
dren in Lydia*s family, is not very great. It 
strikes me very forcibly, that the assumption is 
on the other side, and not on ours. 

I do not feel called upon to follow Mr. Noel 
in his speculations, as to whether Lydia had a 
husband ; if so, whether he lived at Philippi or 
at Thyatira, or whether she was immarried, or a 
widow. I confine my attention to the phrase- 
ology employed, viz., that the Lord opened 
her heart, that she attended to the things which 
were spoken by Paul, and that she was baptized 
with hex family. 

Had her family consisted of adults, and had 
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these adults been conTerted^is it at all probable 
that their conversioii wordd be passed over m 
gUen/ee f The conyersion of whole fiunilies bj 
the preaching of one discourse, was not surely 
of so common an occurrence as to require no 
record in the r^^istrj of the early triumphs 
of the Gospel ! Brief as that record is, the 
addition of one word to] the narrative would 
have sufficed to inform us that Lydia's fEonily 
consisted of adult belieyers. When, therefore, 
it is assumed, that the baptized family was com- 
posed of believing adults, ^^ the assumption " is 
made without one particle of evidence. When 
we assume that the baptized £imily contained 
infants, our ^^ assumption" rests upon the 
general and obvious meaning of the word Ooitts 
house-family. 

I must notice an argument commonly urged 
in support of the assertion, that Lydia*s house- 
hold was a household of adults, namely, that 
Paul and Silas comforted the brethren in her 
house before they left Philippi, and that, there- 
fore, these brethren were Lydia's household. 
You may ask — ^Does Mr. Noel reason in this way? 
He does not; nor do I believe that he would 
ttoop to use such an argument. It is, however, 

very common one ; sometimes gravely urged 
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from the pulpit, whilst many attach to it con- 
siderable importance. Alas ! alas ! our friends 
must after all, resort themselves to inference 
and induction, strongly as they condemn them in 
others : and was there ever such an inference ! 

It must be shown that the apostles made no 
other converts in Philippi except Lydia and her 
family, in order to identify these " brethren," 
and that household as the same. 

It must be farther shown, that the phrase 
''brethren" does not refer to Timothy and Luke, 
who had accompanied Paul and Silas on their 
mission, before this inference can be admitted. 

It was in answer to the to uching entreaty of 
the spirit, who appeared in a vision to the 
Apostle, and prayed him, saying — " Come over 
to Macedonia and help us ; that Paul sailed 
from Troas, and having touched at Samothracia, 
(an island in the ^gean sea), landed at the 
port of Neapolis, and proceeded at once to 
Philippi. Was he inactive during the "certain 
days " that he abode there ? and were these the 
solitary converts to the Gospel (with the ex- 
ception of the jailer's family), in this large and 
flourishing city? His compliance with the 
urgent call to preach the Gospel in Macedonia, 
was surely attended with more success than 

L 
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this. A few years z&er, we find lum address- 
ing the Church there^ with its Uskcps and 
deaeam, and appealing to their personal re- 
collection of ^^ the conflict which they saw in 
him f* whilst he commends them for ^^ obeying 
in Ins presence,^* and makes special mention of 
^^ those women who laboured with him in the 
Gospel^ with Clement also^ and with other 
fellow-labourers^ whose names are in the Book 
of Life." 

There is^ moreover^ a strong probability that 
Timothy and Luke accompanied Paul and 
Silas. After Paul had circumcised Timothy^ 
he took him with him ^^ through the cities^" 
and we ^find him staying at Troas when the 
vision appeared to Paul. The historian Luke 
associates himself with these messengers of 
mercy^ for^ in describing the voyage^ he does 
not speak of the Apostle as if he was alone^ but 
expresses himself thus: ^^ Therefore^ loosing 
from Troas^ we came with a straight course to 
Samothracia;" and, if you carefully read the 
narrative, you will find that the events which 
transpired during Paul's stay at PhUippi are 
described by Luke, as an eye witness, and not 
as if he were dependent on the testimony of 
others. 
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The evidence is now before you ; judge for 
yourself, whether that '^assumption" is the 
most unfounded which regards Lydia's family 
as containing children, or that which regards 
it as composed of believing adults. The 
second instance of household baptism is that of 
the jailer and his family. Acts xvi, 30 — 34. 
He said to Paul and Silas, " Sirs, what must I 
do to be saved ? And they said, believe on the 
Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved, 
and thy house. And they spake unto him the 
word of the Lord, and all that were in his 
house ; and he took them the same hour of the 
night, and washed their stripes, and was bap- 
tized he and all his straightway. And when 
he had brought them into his house, he set 
meat before them, and rejoiced, believing in 
God with all his house." 

Mr. Noel thus explains this passage : *^ If the 
jailer was baptized with all his house, he re- 
joiced, believing in God, with all his house ; if 
all his family were baptized with him, all be- 
lieved with him, exceedingly * rejoiced.' Like 
him they were baptized as believers, none of 
them, therefore, being infants," — ^p. 235. 

You have observed, I doubt not, in perusing 
this narrative, that the salvation of the jailer's 

L 2 
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family is connected with dieir parents' fiudL 
His familj are not represented as being saved 
by their awn faith, but by their Cither's. But 
if his family had been adults^ such an ex- 
pression as this — ^^ Thou shalt be saved and thy 
bouse^" would not hare been employed, tofr, 
it would have conveyed a very erroneous 
idea of the nature of salvation. We can be 
at no loss to imderstand its meaning, if the 
family were composed of children ; it then im- 
plied, that the means of salvation would be 
placed within their reach ; and in an important 
sense, his salvation would lead to theirs, because 
he would henceforth ^^ train them in the nur- 
ture and admonition of the Lord." The 
sense in which salvation comes to a house 
is illustrated by the language of our Lord to 
Zaccheus, ^* This day is salvation come to this 
house, for inasmuch as he also is a son of 
Abraham." 

As to Mr. Noel's objection, that the family 
arc said to have believed with him, he is, I 
presume, aware that this has been often replied 
to. It has been remarked, that the passage 
translated, he "rejoiced, believing in God with 
all his house," is more correcdy translated, 
" and rejoiced domestically he having believed 
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in God.'* There is no reference whatever to 
the faith of the family. Having believed in 
God^ he rejoiced gravoixi. The same adverb is 
employed^ 1st Exodus i^ to denote that the 
Israelites who came into Egypt, brought with 
them their families. ^^ Every man vavowi came 
with Jacob." And can you wonder that the 
jailer should rejoice with or over his family^ 
when he knew that salvation had come to it 
through his belief? Is it necessary to suppose 
that the children rejoiced too? We often 
speak of a family being plunged in deep dis- 
tress. Who would conclude jfrom this, that 
there were no infants in that family ; but would 
it not be quite as reasonable as to contend that 
there were no infants in the house of the jailer, 
because he rejoiced with his family ? And if it 
be true that, at that time, there were no infant 
children in his house, but only those of tender 
years, I doubt not that they were as able to 
rejoice as the children who cried Hosannah, 
and strewed palm branches in the Saviour's 
path. 

I know it is said, that the Aposde spake the 
word to all who were in his house ; but it is 
not said, aU who were in his house were bap- 
tized, for that would have included a mis- 
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cellaneous assemblage indeed of servants, pri- 
soners, etc. The distinction is very marked. 
" He, and all his were baptized straightway." 
Immediately the promise of salvation was made 
to his house, he not only submitted to baptism 
himself, but brought his family to receive the 
sign which was to mark their separation from 
idolatry, and their dedication to the Saviour. 

he third instance of household baptism is 
that of Stephanas and his family. 1st. Cor. i, 
16, '^ I baptized also the family of Stephanas." 

If the household of Stephanas was baptized 
by Paul when he was at Corinth, A.D. 51, six 
years afterwards we find him declaring, in his 
letter to the Corinthians, A.D. 57 — ^^ I beseech 
you, brethren, ye know the house of Stephanas, 
that it is the first fruits of Achaia, and that 
they have addicted themselves to the ministry 
of the saints, that ye submit yourselves to 
such, and to every one that helpeth with us 
and laboureth. — 1st Cor. xvi, 15, 16. What- 
ever their Siaxov/a, or ministry, might be, the 
Corinthians were called to submit to them, as 
godly ministers ; and it is, therefore, clear that 
they were a household of believers, and not of 
infants, when they were baptized six years 
before ; and the baptism of this household 
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affords no pioof that Paul ever baptized inr 
£ants/' — ^pp. 235, 236. Our case is not quite 
so bad as you might imagine, from reading the 
above extract from Mr. Noel's essay. 

Of course, I am not going to maintain the 
absurdity that infants ministered to the saints, 
but I do maintain that there might be young 
children in a family ; and yet, that this general 
expression might, with the greatest propriety, 
be used respecting it. . It seems that six years 
had elapsed since the baptism of this family. 
If, at the time of their baptism, there were chil- 
dren in it of six, eight, ten, and twelve years 
of age, they would have been, at the time the 
second reference is made to them, twelve, 
fourteen, sixteen, and eighteen years of age — 
and quite competent to perform the ministry 
alluded to. Allow me, agaiQ, to give you a 
familiar illustration. We often say — ^^'The 
family kindly received me :" do we mean, by 
that expression, to intimate that there were no 
infants ? or does it necessarily imply, that the 
infants gave the kindly reception as well as the 
adults? 

Besides, when Mr. Noel says the Corin- 
thians were called upon to submit to this family, 
as godly ministers, his zeal carries him a little 
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too £u:. Aiaxovta is used to denote the ministry 
in sacred things ; but its meaning is by no means 
confined to this. Itmay raeanserviceof any kind, 
whether hospitality towards a guest — (Luke x. 
40) — or benevolence towards the poor — (Acts 
xi. 29) — so that the mimstry of this household 
to the saints might consist in their kind and 
benevolent conduct towards them. 

But the Corinthians were to '^ submit them- 
selves to such." They were; and I think 
Doddridge has well explained the meaning of 
the term, or rather, happily caught its spirit, 
when he paraphrases it, ^' Now, I would by all 
means inculcate upon you, that you should, 
in your respective ranks and circumstances of 
life, subject yourselves to such, and not only 
pay them all due personal regard, but act, as 
you have opportunity, in harmony with them, 
and that, under their influence, you should do 
your utmost for the good of your Christian 
brethren ; and thus I would have you behave 
to every associate in that good work and labour 
in which they are engaged, especially to those 
who are honoured with the ministerial oflGlce/' 

Such are the instances of household baptism 
which I conceive favour the administration of 
this ordinance to families. When we find 
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a religious rite under the Old Testament 
economy administered to households, which 
contained infants, in the absence of contrary 
information, we conclude that there were in- 
fants in the households to whom baptism was 
administered. I ask again, upon what prin- 
ciple are they to be excluded? Is it ante- 
cedently improbable that a family should 
contain young cluldren ? Is there any thing 
peculiar in the circumstances of Lydia, the 
jailer, and Stephanas, to lead us to sup- 
pose that they had no families ? Is there not, 
on the contary, a strong probability that all 
these persons were in the prime of life — one 
engaged in active business, a seller of purple ; 
another discharging the duties of an important 
office, a jailer at Philippi, evidently vigorous, 
for he sprang in amongst the prisoners, when 
assured by Paul of their safety ; and the third, 
chosen as a deputy to bear the benevolent con- 
tributions of the Corinthian Church, to Paul 
at Ephesus ? Is there not, moreover — I put it 
to your candour and judgment — ^is there not a 
striking analogy between Abraham ^^ commandr 
ing his children and household after him, 
to keep the way of the Lord ;" Joshua deter- 
mining that ^^he and his house should serve 
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the Lord ;" and the dedication to God, by bap- 
tism, o£ the families of Lydia, the gaoler, and 
Stephanas ? * 

I may observe, again, that the baptism of 
households is in accordance with the terms of 
the commission, '' baptize nations." One would 
think, from the natural and simple manner in 
which the baptism of these families is men- 
tioned, that it was what the Aposties expected ; 
when charged by their Master to " disciple, by 
baptizing and teaching," they went forth among 
the Gentiles. They were thus acting in ac- 
cordance with the will of God expressed to 
Abraham, which command had never been re- 
pealed ; they were thus, to the utmost of their 
ability, fulfilling their Master's injunction, and 
by baptizing families, rapidly preparing the 
way for the baptism of nations. It is because 
the example of the Aposties has been imitated 
in this country, that we axe, as a nation, bap- 
tized. I know that Mr. Noel and otiiers con- 
sider this a very serious evil ; we shall shortly 
examine into this matter ; at all events, it seems 
to accord with the terms of the commission. 

These are the principal grounds on which I 

* See Note D. 
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rest the arguments for infant baptism. I have 
endeavoured calmly to state my reasons, and 
fairly to meet Mr. Noel's objections, and I now 
ask you carefully to review them. 

There is, first, the commission to disciple all 
nations, as broad and comprehensive as a com- 
mission could be ; — ^there is the general analogy 
which exists between circumcision and baptism; 
— ^there is the declaration of our Lord respect- 
ing little children, that they are the members 
of His kingdom ; — and there is the conduct of 
the Apostles in their baptism of households. 

To set aside these arguments, it must be 
shown that the usage of the word disciple, in 
the New Testament, will not admit of the in- 
terpretation, make proselytes; but that it neces- 
sarily implies '^ to convert or make believers ;'* 
it must be shown that circumcision was not a 
religious rite, and a seal of the spiritual bless- 
ings of that covenant made with Abraham, con- 
fined originally to the Jews, but now compre- 
hending all nations ; it must be shown that the 
phrase, "of such is the Kingdom of Heaven," 
does not, and cannot refer to children, but to 
persons of child-like dispositions ; and it must be 
shown that the meaning of the term house is 
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so ragoe and indefinite^ that we are not jnad- 
fied in ascaming that there were in£uLts in die 
familifai whom the Apostles b^dzed. 

Our Baptist friends consider that the ** aigu- 
ment" is theirs^ and ^ cannot see that we hare 
any Scnptnral warrant for baptizing infimts." 
If the argument is theirs, it mnst contain some 
hidden power which they hare not hitherto 
discovered, for thennmbers it has convinced 
are few indeed. 

Before concluding this letter, I most jnst 
glance at Mr. Noel's remarks upon the '^ silence 
of Scripture respecting the baptism of infsuits.'' 
Haying noticed the objection which Paedo- 
baptists frequently urge — ^that '^ there are no 
instances in the New Testament of the children 
of Christian parents being baptized upon their 
own profession of £uth, '^ he turns the table upon 
them thus : *^ Few, in the short periods em- 
braced by the New Testament, notices of dif- 
ferent Churches would have been baptized as 
believers, who had Christian parents, but 
within the same period there must have been 
many infants of such parents. The Church 
received no perceptible enlargement from the 
first of these classes ; but if infants were bap- 
tized, they must in a few years have formed 
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the majority in each Church. Is it possible 
that their baptism should have been over- 
looked?" — p. 244. Again ; '^ the silence respect- 
ing the baptism of infants^ affords the stronger 
evidence that infants were not then baptized, 
because, had they been required to be baptized, 
the Churches needed information on so many 
points respecting it," — p. 245. 

These objections have but little force, if the 
command to baptise infants is included in the 
command to baptize nations; and if the in- 
ference be a legitimate one, that the baptized 
households contained children. Since I do not 
believe that infants were regarded as Church 
members in the times of the Apostles, or that 
baptism constitutes them Church members 
now, I feel no difficulty in the absence of direct 
reference to their baptism. T%i8 reference was 
not needed. If the practice of dedicating chil- 
dren to God had been a new practice, or if the 
administration to them of a religious rite had 
been the introduction of a custom without pre- 
cedent or sanction, then we might expect that 
some explanation would have been given. 
Under such circxmistances, it would have been 
necessary for the Apostles to have furnished 
the Churches with all the requisite information 
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respecting it. But the administration of a re- 
ligious ordinance to parents with their children, 
when the head of a household became a pro- 
selyte to a new faith, was a custom well known 
both to Jews and Gentiles. Who would rise 
up against it, and say '^We have no such cus- 
tom ?" If Mr. Noel's book was not written 
in such a serious strain, I should be tempted to 
think that he was indulging in a little sportive- 
ness, when he proposes the following questions : 
" What was the rule to be adopted by the 
Churches for the baptism of infants ? Were 
the infants of true believers alone to be bap- 
tized, or the infants of all baptized persons 
alone, or the infants of heathens ? At what 
age were children to be baptized on their own 
profession of faith ? Were infants to be bap- 
tized as already regenerate through the faith 
of their parents, or were they to receive re- 
generation through baptism, or without re- 
ceiving regeneration before or after baptism ? 
Were they to be received as catechumens ? 
Might infants be baptized without any pledge 
from their friends that they should have a 
Christian education, or must such a pledge be 
given ?" etc., — ^p. 245. Mr. Noel might have 
filled another page with similar questions ; but 
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when he adds, " on these points they did not 
receive from one apostolical epistle the least ray 
of light," it is scarcely possible to restrain a 
smile. However, as a smile is no answer, I 
would ask, — 

First. Whether it is not just possible, that 
the Apostles' example, or the example of those 
inferior officers who usually baptized, was not 
sufficient to aiSbrd ample information to the 
Churches as to the nature of baptism ? 

Secondly. Whether the New Testament would 
not have been rather an inconvenient size, had 
the Apostles furnished such minute information 
as Mr. Noel requires, respecting every ordi- 
nance and doctrine of Christianity ? General 
rules and principles abound in their epistles ; 
but how seldom do they go beyond these ? 
What information do they give us respecting 
the Sabbath? How often are we to assemble 
together for public worship on that day, or are 
we to assemble at all? In what manner is 
Divine worship to be conducted ? Is it lawful 
to attend to secular duties on the Sabbath day ? 
*^ On these points we do not receive from one 
apostolical epistle the least ray of light." 

Why then should such minute information 
be required respecting baptism ? or why should 
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directions be given on a subject respecting 
which no diflFerences existed ? 

So far, indeed, from the silence of the New 
Testament famishing any evidence against in- 
fant baptism, it is an argument for it. We 
know how tenacious were the Jews respecting 
Divine ordinances, and with what jealousy they 
regarded the spread of the Christian religion. 
They beheld with alarm and dismay the rapid 
extension of Christianity, opposed as was its 
spirit to the venerable institutions of that law, 
which had been given on Sinai by Deity himself, 
and which they had never forgotten in the long 
years of captivity and of exile from their 
native land. They could not brook the thought, 
that the ancient glories of Judaism should be 
eclipsed ; and hence they were the earliest and 
the bitterest opponents of the Apostles. Had 
they imagined, that the new religion, amongst 
other innovations, looked unfavourably on the 
consecration of children to God by a religious 
rite, they would at once have urged this as an 
objection against it. 

But, amidst all the opposition which Chris- 
tianity encountered, this charge was never 
brought, and this rite of baptism was never 
opposed. The whole nation (as we have seen) 
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flocked to the baptism of John, and households 
submitted to the baptism of the Apostles; and 
a long period elapsed before any controversy- 
arose in the primitive Church respecting the 
admission of infants to this ordinance. 

When our friends ask us for express evidence 
of the baptism of infants, we point them to the 
commission the Apostles received, and to the 
households which they baptized. It is asking 
too much to require us to find chapter and verse 
for it in the Epistles. Is not a Saviour's com- 
mand, and apostolic example, quite sufficient as 
a warrant for baptizing infants, without any 
precepts respecting it? If, however, the 
Epistles are silent respecting the baptism of 
children, they contain admonitions addressed 
to them in connexion with those addressed to 
their parents. . The nature of these admoni- 
tions proves that the children thus exhorted 
were young in years, and clearly indicates that 
they were regarded as proselytes, who were 
brought into close association with the pri- 
vileges of the Church. 

Believe me, 

Yours truly. 



M 
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Mt dear Frieio), 

We hare again to examine the 
docmnentfl of ecclesiastical Iiistory. In enter- 
ing upon this examination, I feel painfully the 
disadrantage under which I labour. I have 
no eridence to adduce, except that which others 
haye adduced before. There is no mine which 
this field contains, which has not been dili- 
gently explored, and should I descend into 
any, no fresh discovery can be expected. 

Mr. Noel concludes that the baptism of 
infants was a corruption in the Churches un- 
known to the Apostles. " First ; because there 
is no mention of it till the third century. 
Secondly; because the corruption of infant 
communion was as early and as extensive as 
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that of infant baptism. Thirdly ; because the 
origin of both corruptions was obviously identi- 
cal,"— p. 249. 

*' First; there is no mention of infant baptism 
tin the third century,** — p. 249. 

The allusions to baptism in the writings of 
the early fathers, are very few ; but if we have 
no clear and explicit testimony respecting the 
baptism of infants, we may affirm that their 
writings are as silent as the Scriptures, respect- 
ing the baptism of the adult children of be- 
lieving parents. Mr. Noel accounts for the 
silence of the New Testament upon this point ; 
because " the history of the Church did not 
extend over more than ten years." Very well. 
If ten years are not enough, we give him three , 
centuries ; and, if three centuries are too short, 
we will give him six ! 

But there is an indirect reference to infant 
baptism before the third century ; not by Cle- 
mens Bomanus, or Bardesanes Syrus, but by 
Justin Martyr, and Irenaeus. 

Mr. Noel thus cites the testimony of Justin 
Martyr: "Justin Martyr, a.d. 148. Many 
men and many women, sixty and seventy years 
of age, who from their childhood have been 
discipled to Christ, continue uncorrupted." 

m2 
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^^ Because Jnstiii says, diat God was pleased 
to conyert many children by His grace, tliere- 
fore infiuits were baptized in his day ! !" — p . 219. 

Mr. Noel may well subjoin two notes of 
admiration, and I am almost inclined to think, 
if the ghostly Either conid rise from the dead, 
he would subjoin two more at the dose of such 
a sentence. 

Where does Justin say that Grod had con* 
verted these children by His grace ? He says 
they were discipled. But their being disdpled 
does not prove that they were converted in 
infancy, as we have already seen. These men 
and women had been discipled in the days of 
the Apostles, and they were commanded to 
disciple by baptizing. 

Will Mr. Noel undertake to prove that the 
phrase disciple, when used in the New Testa- 
ment, or when it occurs in the writings of 
the Apostles, necessarily implies conversion ? 
If he cannot prove this, he has no right to mis- 
interpret the passage from Justin Martyr in 
the way he has done. To quote ag^n from 
Mr. Noel, — 

" Irenaeus was born a.d, 97, was a disciple 
of Polycarp, who was a disciple of John. He 
wrote about a.d. 176. ' Christ came to save 
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all persons by Himself; all, I say, who by 
Him are born again unto God, infants and 
little ones, and boys, and youths, and elders. 
Therefore he passed through each age, being 
made an infant for infants, sanctifying infants ; 
among little ones, a little one sanctifying those 
of that age also, etc.* Irenaeus says that some 
infants are bom again through Christ, and sanc- 
tified by Him ; therefore all infants were bap- 
tized in his day ! !"— p. 250. 

I feel confident that Mr. Noel has not pur- 
posely suppressed any evidence, but through 
an oversight, he has made this testimony in 
favour of infant baptism appear as weak and, 
shall I say, as ridiculous as the former. In 
justice to those who adduce this testimony, he 
should have explained that they consider the 
phrase bom again unto Ood,* is used by this 
father as synonymous with baptism. 

The language of Neander (no mean authority) 
is worthy, your consideration. " Regeneration 
and baptism are in Irenaeus intimately connected, 
and it is difficult to conceive how the term re- 
generation can be employed in reference to 
this age, to denote anything else than baptism. 
Infant baptism, then, appears here as the me- 

* Benascunter in Deum. 
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di^om thraa^ vbidi the pmriplr of saaatdScMr 
tion imparted by Clinst to hmiaii nature, fraon 
its earliest derelopaienty Tierawe ^pn^nate to 
childreii* The child bom in a Christian ftmily 
was^ when all things were as they skonld be, 
to hare this adrantage abore others, that he 
did not first come to Christianity out of hea- 
thenism« In such a life the new birdi was not 
to constitae a new crisis, beginning at some 
definable moment ; bnt it was to b^;in imper- 
ceptibly, and proceed through the whole Ufe. 
Hence baptism, the yisible sign of regeneration, 
was to be given to the child at the yery outset ; 
the child was to be consecrated to the fiedeemer 
from the beginning of its life.'** 

Such is the yiew which Neander takes of 
this passage, and other expositions of it might 
be given by those who attach to it a similar 
meaning, so that until Mr. Noel shows that 
Irenaeus does not refer to baptism, when he 
employs the term regeneration, he may spare 
his notes of admiration in this case, as well as 
in the former. As we advance, the testimony 
becomes more explicit. 

"Tertullian, who was bom a.d. 160, and 
died A.D. 220, wrote, about the beginning of 

* Neander's General Ohurcli History $ YoL I., p. 425. 
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the third century, as follows : * According to 
every one's condition, disposition, and age, the 
delay of Baptism is more advantageous, espe- 
cially in the case of little children. Our Lord 
says, indeed. Do not forbid them to come to 
me. Let them come, therefore, when they axe 
grown up ; let them come when they can learn 
— ^when they can be taught whither it is they 
come. Let them be made Christians when 
they can know Christ.* Tertullian says, * Let 
baptism not be administered to little children,' 
not a syllable being uttered by any previous 
writer, to intimate that they were baptized ; 
therefore, the baptism of infants was universal 
in the time of Tertullian ! !" p. 251, 

But if Tertullian objected to infant baptism, 
it must have been because it was practised. 
Mr. Noel would never have written against 
infant baptism, had it not been a common prac- 
tice in his time ; neither would Tertullian have 
objected to the bringing of young children to 
Christ, unless they had been brought to him. 
But you are not to suppose that Tertullian had 
such anti-psedo-baptist principles, respecting 
the baptism of children, as the above sentence 
seems to indicate, for he urges the same delay 
in the baptism of unmarried persons, and those 
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in a widowed state ; because he fears lest they 
diould fall into sin after baptisnt. It is evi- 
dent that he has the same objection to the 
baptism of childr^i^ because he asks — '* Why 
should the god£ithers (of these baptized diil- 
dien) be hraugJd into danger ^ for they may £sul 
through death to fulfil their promises^or throng 
the perverseness of the child V** And in conclu- 
sion he says^ Why hasten that innocent age to 
the forgiveness of sins, (by baptism). "In 
worldly things men obserre greater caution; 
so that he is entrusted with divine things^ to 
whom those of earth are not confided/'f 

I beg to suggest to Mr. Noel that it would 
have been a great adYantage, if he had quoted 
the whole of the paragraph^ instead of a part. 
He professes to give Tertullian*s views on 
baptism; but whilst he informs us that Ter- 
tullian objected to the baptism of infants^ he 
does not inform us the chief ground of his 
objection. It may assist you in forming an 

*■ " Quid enim necesse est^ sponsorea etiam penculo ingeri ? 
Quia et ipsi, per mortalitatem destitnere promissioneB suas 
posfunt, et proventu inal» znd(^ Mti." 

t ''Quid festinat innooens »tas ad remissionem peoca 
torum? Gautius agitur in secularibus; ut cui aubstantia 
terrena non creditur diyina credatur." — De Baptismo, c 18. 
Coleman'a Ohristiaik Antiquities^ p. 118w 
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estimate of the value of Tertullian's so called 
evidence against infant baptism, if I give you 
a brief sketch of his character and religious 
tenets. 

Bom at Carthage, and abandoned to dissipa- 
tion in his early youth, he became a convert to 
Christianity, and about the year 200 joined the 
sect of the Montanists. " He did not adopt 
all the errors and extravagances of all who 
bore the name of Montanist, but he was a 
zealous defender of their views. Tertullian 
was what may be termed in modem phrase- 
ology, a great genius. His turn of mind was 
ardent and impassioned ; his imagination vivid^ 
his invention fertile, his learning extensive; 
but his judgment was not sound, nor was his 
mode of arguing adapted to produce a deep 
and abiding conviction. His style is often ora- 
torical and turgid, when it ought to have been 
simple and perspicuous, and it appears as if he 
was often betrayed by the vehemence of his 
rhetoric into an over statement of his own 
opinions and positions."* It cannot then much 
excite our surprise, that this harsh and stem 

* Riddle's Christian Antiquities, pp. 56, 57. For an in- 
teresting account of the sect of the Montanists, see Neander's 
General Ghurcli History ; tqI. II, pp. 232 — ^259. 
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African should disapproye of the baptism of 
infants. 

But what shall we say of the language of 
Origen ? He was bom at Alexandria in Egypt, 
A.D. 185. He was early instructed in the doc- 
trines of Christianity by his father Leonides, 
who suffered martyrdom during the persecu- 
tion of Seyerus. Respecting in&nt baptism he 
says, that '' Uttle children are baptized agree- 
ably to the usage of the Church, that the 
Church receiyed it as a tradition, (or a pre- 
cept)* &om the apostles, that baptism should 
be administered to children." This testimony 
of Origen is pecoliarly yaluable when you con- 
sider his Christian extraction. His adyahtages 
must haye been yery superior to those of Ter- 
tullian, for he not only receiyed a Christian 
education &om a pious father, but possessed of 
an inquiring mind, he trayeUed through Cap- 
padocia and Arabia, Italy and Greece, Syria 
and Palestine. " It was his endeayour,*' says 
Neander, *^ to trace the yestiges of truth in all 
human systems, to examine all things, that he 
might eyerywhere separate the true from the 
false. His residence in Alexandria, where 

* For the meaning of this word see 2 Thess. ii, 15. 
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sects SO widely different were brought together ; 
his journey to Eome (in the year 211,) — his 
journey to and within Palestine, to Achai, to 
Cappadocia, gave him opportunity, as he tells 
us himself, of visiting those who pretended to 
any extraordinary knowledge. He made it his 
principle not to be governed by the traditional 
opinion of the mtdtitude, but to holdfast that only 
as truth which he found after unbiassed examina- 
tion.^^* Now it appears to me incredible, when 
we consider the parentage of Origen, the place 
of his birth and residence for many years, — 
Alexandria the famous port of Egypt, con- 
tinually crowded by strangers from all parts of 
the globe, and where the evangelist Mark had 
died within a century of the time when Origen 
was born ; — his thirst for knowledge, his minute 
investigation of whatever subject engaged his 
attention, his visits to those places where the 
Gospel had won its earliest triumphs, and 
where the churches still flourished which the 
apostles had planted — I say, it appears to 
me incredible that he should not have known 
the customs of the early Christians, and at once 
have detected and exposed the introduction of 

* Neander, toL II, p. 496. 
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the imscriptural practice of infant baptism; 
had it sprung up, as Mr. Noel and others would 
have us believe, about the time of Tertullian. 

If we examine the historical evidence still 
further, we shall find that in the time of Cy- 
prian, about the third century, a controversy 
arose whether a child might be baptized before 
the eighth day or not. A council of sixty-six 
bishops was convened at Carthage, a.d. 253 ; 
when it was decided that baptism might be 
administered before the eighth day. Now 
had the baptism of infants been an innovation 
upon the practices of the apostles, the question 
as to the time of its administration would 
surely have involved another question — ^whether 
it should be administered at aU. But we read 
of no objection urged against it. The council 
was as unanimous in their opinion that it should 
be administered, as they were unanimous in 
their decision that no delay was necessary. 

Such is the testimony of ecclesiastical his- 
tory, which I do not think Mr. Noel has can- 
didly stated, or carefully examined, otherwise 
he would not have affirmed — 

Secondly. '^ The corruption of infant commu- 
nion was as early and extensive as that of infant 
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baptism ; and the origin of both corruptions is 
obviously identicaV^ 

We have no reference whatever to infant 
communion up to the time of Cyprian, whom 
we find defending it from the superstitious 
notions which he held respecting both sacra- 
ments. Irenaeus does not refer to it ; TertulKan 
does not refer to it ; Origen does not refer to it ; 
though in each of their writings there is an al- 
lusion to infant baptism ; but because at the time 
that infant communion was introduced by the 
African Church, there happened to arise in the 
same Church a dispute respecting the day when 
infants should be baptized ; therefore it is ^^ ob- 
vious^^ that the origin of both corruptions is 
identical ! It may be ** obvious" to those who 
are content with Mr. Noel's mere assertion ; 
but it is not so '^ obvious " to those who have 
searched the page of ecclesiastical history for 
themselves. 

Had there been no reference whateyer to the 
baptism of infants up to the period when we 
read of the communion of infants, there would 
have been some force in Mr. Noel's argument. 
But he admits that Tertullian condemns it, and 
Origen approves of it; and yet," asserts that its 
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origin is identical with the origin of infEOit 
communion^ which was not instituted nntil 
some time afiter. 

The origin of in£uit commimion is ^^ obTions.'' 
It began to be practised at a time when corrup- 
tions were gradually creeping into the Primi- 
tive Churchy and when the sacraments were 
considered as essential to salvation. For along 
period the Church retained the simplicity 
which characterized it in the Apostolic age; 
but two centuries had scarcely elapsed^ when^ 
had the Apostle Paid been permitted to revisit 
the earthy he might have addressed to the 
Church the language which he employed when 
preaching on Mars HiU, to the people of 
Athens — " I perceive that in all things ye are 
too superstitious." Infant communion was 
introduced when baptism began to be regarded 
as a mysterious rite ; when, as we have seen, 
the baptized were anointed with oil; were 
clothed in white apparel; wore wreaths of 
flowers; held lighted tapers in their hands; 
and were taught to regard the baptismal water 
as the mystic bath of regeneration ! Who can 
wonder that the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper should" become perverted too ; and that 
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those who received it were taught, that as the 
body and blood of Christ, it both communicated 
and nourished spiritual life. But whilst infant 
communion sprang up in the third century, and 
prevailed for many centuries, we have no evi- 
dence that it was as extensively adopted as 
infant baptism. 

The latter custom was universal, and has 
remained until the present day, but it cannot 
be shown that the former custom was so pre- 
valent: whilst, according to Bingham, it was 
abrogated in France in the twelfth century, 
and contmued somewhat longer in Germany 
and Switzerland. With, however, the solitary 
exception of the Greek Church, this practice 
has ^een unknown for centuries. Like all 
other errors, it has risen, flourished, and died ; 
and it is a feeble attempt to seek to identify 
with it the baptism of infants. 

We thus conclude our review of the testi- 
mony of ecclesiastical history; and, now, 
having stated the nature of the evidence for 
infant baptism, we may repeat our challenge 
for evidence to be produced of believer's bap- 
tism, as practiced by the Baptists. They have 
men of learning and of scholarship in their 
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community ; they have access to the sources 
from whence the materials have been obtained 
for the history of the Christian Church; let 
them bring forward satisfactory proof that be- 
liever's baptism, as they practise it, was the 
custom of that Church. But I fear, if we ask — 
Where is it to be found ? echo will answer — 
Where ? 

Mr. Noel is not very complimentary or con- 
clusive in his reply to the argument in favour 
of infant baptism, from the number of those 
who practise it. 

He reminds us, that ^^ in very many instances 
truth has had to struggle against majorities. 
There were very few Christians and many 
heathens when the Apostles, aided by God, 
undertook to evangelize the world. Even now 
two hundred and fifty millions of professed 
Christians are few when compared with seven 
hundred millions of idolaters and Mahom- 
medans ; of these professed Christians not one 
third are Protestants; — of these Protestants 
how few profess to believe the great doctrines 
of grace, etc. ^ Wide is the gate, and broad is 
the way, that leadeth to destruction, and many 
there be that go in thereat ; because straight is 
the gate, and narrow is the way, which leadeth 
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unto Kfe, and few there be that find it," — 
pp. 228, 259. 

What can the respected author mean? 
What application does he intend to give to the 
passage of Scripture which he has cited ? Does 
he intend the first part of it for the warning 
of the Paedo-baptists, and the latter part of it 
for the consolation of the Baptists? If so, 
whatever consolation Baptists may derive, be- 
cause they are amongst the few, he may rest as- 
sured that Paedo-baptists are not at all alarmed 
because they are amongst the many. 

But his statements do not fairly meet the 
argument. You cannot, indeed, wonder at this, 
when he has mis-stated the argument itself. We 
think that it favours* the ordinance of infant 
baptism; not that it is practised by a mere 
majority, but that the majority of the Christian 
Church sanction and uphold it. We know very 
well that the world, by an overwhelming 
majority, is opposed to the truth ; and we are 
not surprised at this. Those who compose 
the world, are " led captive by the devil at his 
will;" they are under the '^ blinding" in- 
fluence of the god of this world ; many of 
• We should use no stronger expression than this. 

N 
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them are giTen orer to"7L strong ddnsiaii f 
'^ darkness covers the earth, and gross darkness 
the people.^ Men of the world consult £ushion 
aiid expediency; they refuse to inyestigate 
whatever is opposed to their prejudices or 
tastes ; thej have a deep and settled enmitj to 
the Gospel, so humbling in its doctrines — so 
holy in its precepts ; — and hence, all who em- 
brace it, must expect to find the rank, the 
power, the influence, the opinions of a vast 
majority of their fellow men, arrayed {gainst 
them. But here the appeal is to the Church — 
and the church is generally composed of be- 
lievers who have separated themselves from the 
world ; who are imder the guidance, and expe- 
rience the teachings of the Spirit of God ; who 
«* have an unction from the Holy One ;** and 
who, in their pursuit of truth, are impelled by 
pure motives and a sincere desire to know the 
will of their Heavenly Father. The remark- 
able unanimity which has prevailed amongst the 
members of this Church, upon all the great and 
fundamental doctrines of Christianity, affi)rds 
a striking proof that the guidance of the Spirit 
promised by the Saviour, has not been with- 
held. 

We say then — ^here are a number of godly 
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and learned men^ differing in their opinions on 
the subject of infant baptism. Which are in the 
majority, and which are in the minority ? Mr. 
Noel gives an estimate of the number of Bap- 
tist and Paedo-baptist Churches in Great Bri- 
tain and America. Without the details, I 
give you the sum total. 

Great Britain. United States. Total. 

Baptist Churches 1,825 7,130 8,955 

Fffido-baptist Churches, ') 

induding Episcopaleans > 18,570 5,994 24,564 

Fresbytenans, etc. ) 

^^ These figures, though not accurately stating 
the present numbers of the churches in Great 
Britain and the United States, are yet accurate 
enough to illustrate the argument in favour of 
infant baptism, derived from numbers," — ^p. 266. 

I have not the means at hand of supplying 
a more accurate estimate ; but even this shows 
how much more numerous are Paedo-baptist 
Churches than Baptist Churches. Can Mr. 
Noel set aside this testimony, by reminding us 
that there are ^* seven hundred miQions of 
Idolaters and Mohammedans," and gravely in- 
forming us that *^ wide is the gate, and broad 
is the road that leadeth to. destruction, and 
many there be that go in thereat ?" 

I repeat it, his reply is neither very compli- 
mentary nor very conclusive. 
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But let US hear Mr. Noel again. ''The 
numbers of those who maintain that believers 
alone ought to be baptized^ as compared with 
those who hold any other specific doctrine re- 
specting Christian baptism^ is not so small as is 
often assumed. Compared with all other evan- 
gelical Churches, the number of Baptist 
Churches may be very few. But when all 
Paedo-baptists are grouped into one multitude 
on one side, in opposition to the Baptists on 
the other, the contrast is superficial and de- 
lusive, the grounds upon which one class supports 
infant baptism^ being so contradictory to those 
advanced by another class, as to afford strong 
presumption against the truth of the doctrine 
which they jointly maintainy^ — ^p. 259, 260. 

The italics are mine. 

It is very surprising that Mr. Noel should 
adopt this mode of reasoning, because he must 
be aware that there is scarcely an evangelical 
doctrine against which a similar objection 
might not be urged. If this argument is of 
any value, what becomes of the doctrines of the 
atonement and of the Trinity ? The atonement 
is very diflferently understood, both as to its 
nature and extent, by various sections of the 
Church* But who would contend against this 
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doctrine, because the Calvanist restricts it to the 
elect Church, and the Arminian extends it to 
a sinftd world ? The arguments employed by 
Owen, in defending this doctrine, are repu- 
diated by such men as Professor Bush and 
others, whose refined and philosophical dis- 
tinctions present a striking contrast to the lan- 
guage of our old divines, and so with the 
Trinity. There are five different theories 
which I remember whUst I am writing, and I 
have very little doubt, but that there are fifty 
more. Yet, notwithstanding all this diversity 
of opinion, the doctrines of the atonement and 
of the Trinity are firmly held by those who 
appear to differ so seriously from each other. 
It is precisely the same with PsBdo-baptism. 

All Paedo-baptists agree that believing adults 
should be baptized, provided they have not re- 
ceived the ordinance of baptism before. 

All Paedo-baptists agree that infants should 
be baptized, when there is reason to suppose 
that there is either piety or sincerity on the 
part of the parents. 

You see, then, that in all that is essential and 
vital in this doctrine, they are one. 

Minor differences there are. Some, alas ! attri- 
bute regenerating efficacy to the waters of bap- 
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tism^ though I am persuaded that these are Tery 
few f the oyerwhehning majority of Pcdo-lMip- 
tistfl regard it merely as a dedication of the child 
to God^ and as a sign of new corenant blessings. 
Others differ again as to the nature of the feith 
required. One section defines it, £dth in 
Christ's Messiahship ; another section defines 
it as justifying or saving fidth. Hence some 
restrict the baptism of infants to the children of 
belieyers ; others administer it to the children 
of all serious applicants. But these^ after all^ 
are^ (with the exception of baptismal regenera- 
tion^) minor differences^ and do not set aside the 
fact^ that Fsedo-baptist principles prevail in 
eoery denomination of the professing Church of 
Christy but one. 

But do you suppose that the Baptists are all 
agreed amongst themselves? There you are 
mistaken. They are not Some contend that 
immersion is the only mode of Scriptural bap- 
tism, whilst others would administer it by pour- 
ing or sprinkling, and regard this as a valid ad- 

• It ia Tery much to be doubted whether even the majority 
of clergymen in the Established Church hold this doctrine ; 
and by the laity it is generally condemned. Mr. Noel, per- 
haps, may remember some excellent sermons which he preached 
a few years ago, to prove that ** baptismal regeneration is not 
a doctrine of the Church of England." Sir Jenner Fust 
A/Drms that it is. We shall see! ! 
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ministration of the ordinance * Some con- 
sider baptism to be a Chnrcli ordinance ; whilst 
others believe that the responsibility rests with 
the administrator alone; and^ since baptism is not 
regarded by them as the door of entrance into 
the visible Church, would imitate the prompti- 
tude of the Apostles, and baptize without any 
delay aU serious applicants. Some admit into 
Church fellowship, and to the table of the Lord, 
all believers who have been baptized, by what- 
ever mode; whilst others — the strict com- 
munion Churches, as they are termed — refuse 
even occasional communion to those who have 
been baptized by sprinkling. I am ashamed, 
however, thus to occupy your time, and to 
waste my own ; but if I have ^* searched " this 
*' argument " so thoroughly, it^has been because 
I know that weak as it is, it is constantly urged 
against us. When, therefore, for the future 
you hear that Psedo-baptists are divided, re- 
member that there is not such unanimity 
amongst the Baptists as you supposed, and that 
in both cases the differences axe very trifling. 
We claim, then, scripture on our side, and 

* TMs u a fact; tbongh it may be indignantly denied by 
those who fondly imagine that every Baptist minister is ortho- 
dox as to the mode of baptiam. 
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with z sdbxzrj exception, die wbole of diepn>- 
femingCkaich; andit ]siiotlnf^,altli0iigliMr. 
Xoel affimis it, that ^ no fbiindatNm of infimt 
baptism can be addoced wbkh the majonty of 
Christians do not repudiate ;" for all adduce 
in its support, the commission giren by the 
Saviour to his apostles, and all regard the 
Abrahamic covenant under which infants were 
circumcised, as the same under which infiuits 
are baptized. Though all Faedo-baptists do not 
reason in the same way^ and adopt the same 
arguments^ still aU arrive at 9ubstantid0y the 
same conclusion.* 

There is still another subject which requires 
our consideration^ viz.^ TTie effects of baptism. 
Mr. Noel employs a whole chapter in order to 
point out the beneficial influence of believer's 
baptism^ and the injurious influence of infant 
baptism. Let us follow him, and consider — 

* " Be it tliat the practice of infant baptism is conscien- 
tionsly defended by persons who differ among themselves, as to 
the extent of the practice or as to the reasons upon which it 
is founded. It would seem that such a fact, if it were allowed 
to have any force at all, ought to be regarded as fayonrable, 
rather than unfavourable to the practice. What presumption 
onn there bo against a conclusion, because parties arrive at it 
who disagree in their premises, or in their mode of reasoning ? 
How would a Baptist reply to a Quaker who might accost 
him, * Friend, thou art wrong about baptism, for some people 
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First, The effects of believer* s baptism. Mr. 
Noel gives a very interesting description of 
the *^ influence which the baptism of a believer 
is likely to have upon himself, upon the Church 
of which he becomes a member, and upon spec- 
tators." With many of his remarks I most 
cordially agree, but the picture is too highly 
coloured; and whilst I admire it, I am compelled 
to say that it is more beautiful than true. I 
have read these mis-statements very carefully, 
but I have witnessed the ordinance of the bap- 
tism of believers by immersion too often, to be 
convinced by his highly wrought description 
of its propriety or usefulness. 

Let us endeavour to ascertain What are its 
supposed advantages 9 

(1.) There is the effect produced on the indi- 
vidual himself. '^ It is a solemn moment when 
a person thus before the assembled multitude, 

immerse and others sprinkle ; some confine the ceremony to 
adults, and others extend it to children, and yet they all pro- 
fess to belieTC the perpetuity of the rite?' The reply, 
' Mutatis mutandis/ is our answer to the objector. The 
only incouTenience that I can imagine is, that it may impose ' 
a little additional trouble upon the Baptists ; for if they hap- 
pily succeed in subverting one course of reasoning, the other 
remains to resist their attack ; and I must do them the justice 
to say, that they do not regard trouble in this controversy." 
— ^Halley's Lectures on the Sacraments, pp. 498, 499. 
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professes by a symbolical act, more expressiye 
than words, to renoance all sin, to die to it as 
Christ died for it, and to rise again to a new 
life of universal holiness, consecrated for ever 
to the ennobling and joyful service of the 
Triune God."— p. 274. This is freely admitted ; 
but permit me to ask whether the Bame effect 
is not produced on the mind of the believer 
when by a public profession he unites with the 
Church of Christ. Does the descent into a pod 
of water more solemnly pledge the believer to 
die to sin, than the vows which are upon him, 
when he is welcomed to the Church, and when 
he approaches the table of his Lord ? This 
symbolical act is but a mockery, if he has not 
already died to sin, and the joy which he feels 
is the result of hi% dedication to God. Does 
Mr. Noel mean to affirm that this joy is not 
equally shared by others who dedicate them- 
selves to God without immersion ? The same 
language may be used in reference to every 
member of a Psedo-baptist Church, which Mr. 
Noel supposes may be used to the member of a 
Baptist Church. '* By your own solemn deed 
you are bound to put off every inconsistent 
habit, to renounce every unchristian temper, to 
eradicate every fault, to live in all things 
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according to the will of God." — p. 275. Is not 
the believer as much bound to this by public 
profession toiihotU baptism, as by public pro- 
fession with baptism? May we not say, "a 
thousand checks to sin and a thousand aids to 
godliness are that day assumed. Faith, hope, 
and love are likely to be confirmed ;" for there 
is as much " a deliberate act of self-dedication" 
in the one case as in the other ; there is the 
same resolution expressed to die to sin, and to 
live to Christ ; the same renunciation of the 
world, and the same determination to become 
enrolled and recognized as a follower of the 
Saviour, From the glowing representations 
which are given of the advantage of baptism 
to the believer himself, we might be tempted 
to imagine, if we did not know to the contrary, 
that the Baptist believer has some great advan- 
tage over the Paedo-baptist believer. IJhave 
been immersed as a believer, but in the re- 
trospect of the past, the most sacred season 
which I can remember is not the hour of painfiil 
excitement when before a large congregation 
of curious spectators, I was plunged beneath 
the water ; but when for the first time I ap- 
proached the table of a dying Lord, to com- 
memorate that love which wept its tears and 
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shed its blood to bring wanderers and rebek 
into fellowship with God* But there is — 

(2.) The effect produced on the Church by 
the baptism of a believer. '' To witness the 
baptism of a belieTer must be useful to the 
members of the Church. Another soul is rescued 
by the grace of Almighty God firom perdition^ 
and the Church may share with angels in their 
joy oyer a repentant sinner. Another soldier 
enlists in Christ's army^ and his fellow-soldiers 
may renew their resolution to fight the good 
fight of feith/'— p. 266. Freely admitted, I 
reply again, but is the joy of beholding peni- 
tent sinners, and of witnessing their profession 
of faith in Christ confined to Baptist Churches ? 
I beg to remind Mr. Noel of a fact of which 
he seems to be ignorant, that conyersions take 
place under the preaching of Faedo-baptist min- 
isters, and that the Church welcomes those 
converts to the enjoyment of all her privileges. 
So that here is another instance in which be- 
liever's baptism has no advantage over believer's 
profession. There is, however, 

(3.) The effect produced by the ordinance of 
believer's baptism, on the spectators who wit- 
ness it. 

Mr. Noel says, there " are other spectators 
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(besides the Church) who are likely to derive 
benefit from the scene.'* There are. However 
thinly attended a chapel may be on ordinary 
occasions^ the announcement that the ordinance 
of believer's baptism will be administered is 
quite sufficient to attract a crowd of curious 
and worldly persons, who flock to the sanctuary 
at an early hour, and who, when the gates are 
opened, regardless of all decorum, rush in to 
secure favourable positions for witnessing the 
ceremony which is about to be performed. 
The chapel Is filled by the expectant, but not 
*^ breathless " or silent throng. The service 
commences, and the silence prevails whilst 
the hymn is sung and the prayer presented, 
and the sermon preached. At length the 
minister descends from the pulpit and stands by 
the side of the baptismal water. Whence that stir 
and movement amongst the crowd? The vestry 
door has opened, and the candidates for bap- 
tism have come forth ; mostly timid females, 
who shrink from the gaze of the assembled 
multitude. As they range themselves in order 
round the baptistry, the stir and movement 
deepen in the crowd. Some rise from their 
seats, others climb upon the rails of the pews. 
In vain the minister reminds them that they 
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are in the house of God^ and entreats them to 
reverence the sanctuary in which they are 
gathered ; it is impossible for him to restore 
perfect order ; the crowd have come not to hear 
his sermon, but to see the baptism : and why 
should they be disappointed ? And as the ap- 
pearance and demeanour of each candidate is 
scrutinized and commented upon, as aU axe 
absorbed in witnessing the ceremony performed, 
now admiring the courage which one candidate 
displays — now sympathizing with the timidity 
which is too painfcdly manifest in another; 
where and what is the impression prodticed on 
their minds f Do they retire in silence with 
subdued step and serious countenances, and 
softened hearts ? Are thinking and intelligent 
men convinced by the sight they have wit- 
nessed, that thus the apostles baptized^ and 
that there is no door of entrance into the 
visible Church but this ? The imaginative and 
sentimental may perhaps be affected by the 
sight of the white robed candidates, and by 
the representation performed before them of a 
burial and resurrection ; but how few of the 
thousands who annually witness believer's bap- 
tism, are constrained to imitate the example 
they have beheld ! This will be represented 
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as a caricature ; but it is far, very far from it. 
I do not mean to assert that the scene I have 
described takes place in every chapel, where 
the congregation are well-behaved, and are 
accustomed to witness the administration of this 
ordinance ; but I speak what I do knoWy and 
testify what 1 have repeatedly seen y* and I will 
venture to affirm that there are few chapels 
where such scenes have not frequently been 
witnessed. Indeed, I have often heard the 
wish expressed by members of Baptist Churches 
that this ordinance could be administered in a 
less public way, so grieved are they at the in- 
decorous conduct of the spectators. 

When therefore Mr. Noel speaks of the 
henefit derived by spectators from witnessing 
this rite, he affirms what is not borne out by 
facts. I appeal to the registered number of 
the members of Baptist Churches, and of those 
who are annually admitted into their fellowship. 
Are these Churches more numerous than other 
bodies of Christians ? Are their ministers more 
successful in converting sinners to Christ ? 

* The anthor wishes it to be distinctly understood that he 
does not refer to the congregation among whom it was his 
privilege to labour for a few years. He bears his willing 
testimony to the anxiety of the deacons of the Church to 
conduct this service in a decorous and becoming manner. 
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Does this '' symboUcal act, more expressive than 
words," which such multitudes witness, aid in 
extending the triumphs of the Gospel, or en- 
larging the borders of the militant church. 

But now there is another question, 

What are the disadvantages of beUeoer^s 
baptism ? 

(1.) It deters multitudes from making a 
public profession. 

The ordinance of believer's baptism, admi' 
nistered hy immersion, is a great hinderance to 
the increase of Baptist Churches. One of the 
earliest questions proposed by a Baptist minis- 
ter to a candidate for membership, is — " What 
are your views respecting the subject of bap- 
tism?" — and thus, whilst the mind is yet 
involved in perplexity, and struggling with 
doubt, its attention is distracted by the conside- 
ration of an ordinance of secondary importance, 
and which all but Fuseyites and Roman 
Catholics acknowledge to be among the things 
which are not essential to salvation. If there is a 
shrinking, and what delicate and sensitive mind 
would not shrink from the public inmiersion of 
the whole body in water, — ^if an opinion is 
expressed that such a ceremony is not in ac- 
cordance with the will of Christ ; or if the 



SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 193 

candidate has been baptised in childhood^ and 
believes that this was valid and Scriptural 
baptism,* then the minister has no alternative 
but to refuse the membership desired. How 
painful and humiliating a position, both for the 
minister and the candidate ! I say painful and 
humiliating, for I speak from experience. I 
have, on the Sabbath, invited the sincere peni- 
tent to approach the table of the Lord; and 
have been compelled, in the subsequent week, 
to refuse the application made, because the in- 
dividual making it had conscientious objections 
to believers' baptism by immersion. And this 
occured, not once or twice, but repeatedly in 
the course of a short ministry, until I could no 
longer submit to be thus grieved and humbled, 
— ^to invite with one hand, and to repel 
with another — to proclaim on the Sabbath, that 
the feast which commemorates a Saviour's love, 
is spread for all believers ; and, in the follow- 
ing week, to add the proviso, if they have been 
baptized by immersion. It will probably be re- 
plied to this, that PsBdo-baptists require bap- 
tism previous to Church membership. The 

* There are a few Baptist Churches where Independents 
are receiyed into membership, but this is by dismission from 
other Churches. The members of these Churches are rapidly 
increasing ; may G-od bless and prosper them. 

O 
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answer, bowerer, is obrious : they do not require 
baptism by any particular nufde. They do not 
select one particolar form of administering this 
ordinance, and say to the candidate, ^Ton 
most adopt our mode. Jar ikis alone is bap- 
tism ;" they leave it with the candidate, to be 
fully persuaded in his own mind. Now, since 
the perpetual obligation of baptism is all but 
uniyersally recognized and confessed, the re- 
quirement that a Church member shall be bap- 
tized, is attended with no difficulty, and proves 
no hinderance, provided the observance of one 
particular mode is not imperatively demanded ; 
and I am very certain that few Faedo-baptist 
ministers would exclude from Church member- 
ship, or from the table of the Lord, any ap- 
plicant, of whose piety they had good evidence, 
even if that applicant should have conscientious 
scruples as to submitting at all to baptism in 
any form. Such a case must rarely, if ever, 
occur ; for he who admits the perpetuity of the 
Lord's Supper, is not very likely to deny the 
perpetuity of baptism. 

That there is usually a very strong reluctance 
to submit to immersion, our Baptist friends must 
in candour admit ; and how do they endeavour 
to bilence objections and remove this reluctance ? 



^ 
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By representing baptism as a ^' yoke,^ which 
must be borne, and as a '^ cross/^ which must 
be taken up : and thus the objector (in many 
cases, at least) becomes alarmed, under the con- 
viction that he is disobeying the Saviour's will, 
and refusing to imitate his Lord's example. 
But where is baptism ever ry)resented in the 
New Testament as a " yoke .^" The Saviour 
informs us that His *^ commandments are not 
grievous !" and yet this ordinance is made the 
most grieoofia of cdl His institutions. The peni- 
tent anticipates with joy the commemoration of 
the Saviour's love, and draws near with holy 
confidence, and with a tranquil mind to receive 
its emblems, but approaches with faltering 
steps to the baptismal water, and submits to 
the rite as a "yoke " he is called upon to bear, 
rather than as a privilege he is permitted to 
enjoy. And in how many cases is the reluctance 
to submit to this ordinance so powerftd, that 
Church membership is delayed for years , or 
never sought at all! The comparative small- 
ness of the number of the members of Baptist 
Churches, is an ample proof of the truth of 
the statements I have made. Our friends may 
determine that they will not see the cause; 
they may continue as confident as ever, that 

o2 
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the *^ argument is theirs ;" they may attribute 
the fewness of their numbers to the want of 
faith^ and discernment, or the reluctance to take 
up the Saviour's cross, of those who refuse to be 
immersed; but the question is worthy their 
calm consideration, whether they might not 
enlarge their churches by no longer making 
believer's baptism by immersion a term of 
Church membership. Let them cease to do 
this, and the difference between them and 
Psedo-baptists will be "nominal," indeed. 

(2.) The baptism of believers by immersion 
has a tendency to confirm mere professors in 
delusion. 

I am, of course, well aware that the Baptists 
regard it as preventing the "mixture of the 
Church and the world." Many among them 
imagine that the " lax and easy mode of ad- 
mission" into Psedo- baptist Churches, destroys 
their spirituality, and causes " the tares to grow 
with the wheat." The superior purity of Bap- 
tist Churches is, however, but an idle boast. 
They have as much piety and spirituality as 
other religious 'denominations, but, most as- 
suredly, they have not more. And I firmly 
believe that the undue prominence which they 
give to baptism, and the language they employ 
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irespecting it, has a tendency to confirm mere 
professors in delusion. When the minister 
assures the candidate that he is buried with 
Christ in baptism, that he is raised with Him, 
and that he has put on Christ, what impression 
is produced on his mind ? 

He is told, indeed, that faith is necessary, 
but when a solemn rite is performed, by which 
he is initiated into the Church, unless he has 
an intelligent perception of its nature, he may 
fearftdly pervert it. And should he acknow- 
ledge in after life, (as many have done,) that 
at the time of his baptism, he was not a sincere 
penitent, he is not re-baptized, though his first 
baptism was invalid, because he was destitute 
of faith. 

(3.) The baptism of beUevers by immersion 
has fostered a sectarian spirit. 

That bigots belong to all denominations is 
unquestionably true ; but it is equally true that 
certain principles tend more than others to 
promote sectarianism. When, therefore, our 
brethren, not content with carrying out for 
themselves their convictions of truth and duty, 
attempt to legislate for others — ^whea they 
claim to be the infallible expounders of those 
passages which relate to the ordinance of bap* 
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tism — ^when they will not acknowledge that our 
mode of administering this ordinance is baptism 
at all — ^when they exclude from Church mem- 
bership* those who refuse to submit to their 
mode, however eminent may be their piety, or 
acknowledged their worth, — and when in many 
instances they claim an exclusive right to sit 
down at the table of the Lord, you cannot 
wonder that this charge of fostering a sectarian 
spirit should be urged against them. As far as 
the strict communionists are concerned, they 
commit a grave offence against the law of 
Christian charity ; for, however important posi- 
tive institutions may be, they can never take 
precedence of moral duties. We give diem 
all credit for their conscientiousness ; (Saul was 
conscientious in persecuting the Church) ; but 
when they assure us that they love their Paedo- 
baptist brethren, and yet refuse to receive them 
to the table of the Lord, that sacred spot where 
love shoidd triumph over every difference, and 
forget all controversies, hush all discord, and 
heal all wounds, we must be excused for re- 
plying, such love is faint and cold, and presents 

* I am speaking of the general practice. To those who 
do not follow it, these remarks cannot a^hfi and shotild not, 
.therefore, affend* 
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an anomaly which we cannot reconcUe or 
explain. Are not Fsedo-baptists as conscientious 
as they ? as learned ! as candid ! as able to in- 
terpret the Word of God ! as jealous for their 
Master's honour, and as concerned to render 
obedience to His commands ? Who constituted 
^em sole judges of the fitness or unfitness of 
communicants at the table of the Lord ? Who 
enthroned them in that supremacy they have 
assumed ? from whence with complacent satis- 
faction they regard their own orthodox creed, 
and fulminate harmless thunder, in the shape 
of Primitive Church Magazines, and Primitive 
Tracts against all other denominations of the 
Christian Church. Such assumptions sustained 
by neither influence nor learning, nor numbers, 
nor superior sanctity, are pitiable and melan- 
choly indeed. In the eloquent language of 
Baptist Noel, " What person was ever excluded 
from the Lord's Supper in the Apostolic 
Churches, for doing all that he believed, after 
searching of the Scriptures, and listening to 
Apostles, to be according to the will of God ? 
What earnest and upright believer was ever in 
these days excluded? What member of one 
Church was refused communion with the mem- 
bers of another? In what Apostolic Church 
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were ever such men as Baxter^ Howe, and 
Flavel, Doddridge, and Whitfield, Edwards 
and Payson, Fletcher, Martin, Brainerd, and 
Chalmers, men full of the Holy Ghost and 
wisdom, walking with God, and labouring for 
Christ, refused such communion ? It was re- 
served for worse days to see so strange a spec- 
tacle,"— p. 304. 

But you must not forget that the doctrine, 
that believers are admitted by immersion alone, 
into the fellowship of the Church, lies at the 
foundation of this practice, and no Baptist can 
consistently condemn it. The sequence logic- 
ally follows from the premises ; and, notwith- 
standing the collossal intellect of Brobert Hall, 
but few would maintain that he was not worsted 
in his encounter with Kinghom upon the *' terms 
of communion." It is not the strict^ but the open 
communion Baptists^ whose theory and practice 
do not accord; and it has been well for the 
Church that, in some instances, the I^aw of 
Love has triumphed over the Law of Logic. . 
The one is human and liable to mislead ; the 
other is divine and cannot lead astray. 

Secondly. Ihe ejects of Infant Baptism. 

(1.) *^ Its first effect is to abolish, almost en- 
tirely, in any Church, and in any nation, the 
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baptism of believers. It is not an addition to the 
baptism of believers, but supersedes it, because 
when a nation adopts the profession of profession, 
almost all its children are baptized, and there 
remain no adults unbaptized ; the consequence 
is, that all the effects of the baptism vanish with 
it," — ^p. 281. Again: "Except in the Baptist 
Churches, not one person in a hundred is bap- 
tized as a penitent believer ; the baptism of pro- 
fession is vanished — the baptism, of dedication 
by another has taken its place. Spontaneous 
baptism is gone— the baptism of those who 
are without thought and will remains," — ^p. 137. 

There is no parallel between the present 
condition of our nation, and those nations 
where Christianity was first preached. Here 
the Messiahship of Christ is acknowledged, 
and His kingdom is established ; all enjoy its 
external privileges, and multitudes share in its 
spiritual blessings. 

Since, therefore, the sign which marks their 
connexion with the Christian dispensation, was 
received by those who first embraced it, *' there 
remain no adults to be baptized," in token of 
their submission to the reign of Christ. The 
nations to whom the Apostles preached were 
ignorant of the glad tidings which the Gospel 
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brought; they were the slaves of a gloomy 
superstition, and the worshippers of idol-gods. 
The^r*^ baptisms were, therefore, administered 
to those who expressed their willingness to re- 
nounce their idolatry; but we never read of 
the adult children being subsequently baptized 
on a profession of faith. 

I will give Mr. Noel a parallel case ; — the 
heathen nations^ among whom our missionaries 
labour. There he will find Psedo-baptists bap- 
tizing as mzxij believers as their Baptist brethren : 
he will find, moreover, that they closely imitate 
the example of the Apostles, by baptizing 
households J and thus proseljrting families to the 
Christian faith. 

(2.) " What have the Churches gained by 
this substitution ? I can find no benefit what- 
ever derived from infant baptism by infants, or 
their parents, or the Churches or the world. 

* * * * The unbaptized child has all the 
advantages possessed by the baptized child. * * 

* * Can baptism add anything to the obliga- 
tions of the parents ? ♦ ♦ ♦ The Churches 
themselves take very little interest in the cere- 
mony. ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ Since all who are baptized 
are, in some sense, disciples, all baptized infEtnts 
are thought to become Christians. Infant bap- 
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tism has naturally led to the worse notion of 
baptismal regeneration," — ^p. 282 — 287. 

It appears to me that Mr. Noel entirely 
overlooks the nature and design of ritual 
observances. They are emblematical repre- 
sentations of great and important truths. In 
condescension to our infirmities, the Divine 
Being has adopted two methods of conveying 
instruction to our minds : the first is, by the 
revelation of His word : the second is, by the 
ordinances of religion. We thus have truth 
addressed by words to the ear, and presented 
by symbols before the eye. The Jewish dis- 
pensation was pre-eminently one of symbols 
and of types. There was but a partial revela- 
tion of the will of God in the Hebrew Scrip- 
tures, and no ministry was appointed to explain 
or enforce it. Instead, however, of a ministry 
there was a priesthood, performing various rites 
by a Divine command; and, whUst the priests 
themselves were typical of the Saviour, and 
their sacrifices shadowed forth the one great 
sacrifice which was to put away sin, their nu- 
merous ceremonies were each significant, and 
are to be regarded as emblems of Spiritual 
truths. The introduction of Christianity has 
abolished all the rites of Judaism. The cere- 
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monial law was a schoolmaster to lead men to 
Christy and liaying accomplished the object tar 
which it was instituted, its symbolical teaching 
is no longer required. But, spiritual as is the 
dispensation under which we live, it is still 
adapted to the natore of those for whom it was 
designed. The priesthood may have been 
abrogated — the altar may be no longer reared 
—costly victims may no longer bleed — the 
temple where the Shekinah dwelt may have 
crumbled into ruins — and all its gorgeous and 
impressive worship may have passed away; but 
instead of the cumbersome and oppressive in- 
stitutions which formerly existed, we have 
two commemorative rites, visible and enduring 
memorials of the most important doctrines of 
our faith.* 

Ritual observances are valuable, because they 
appeal to our outward senses. We are not fitted 

* It is worthy of remark, that drcamciBion, wlich ini- 
tiated the Jews into the privileges of the Church wcu not per- 
formed hy the Priests. It was a rite more ancient than the 
priesthood. It had existed ages before the anointing oil 
*' ran down to the skirts of Aaron's garment," and consecrated 
him to the sacred office ; so that this rite, which we regard as 
symbolical of baptism, is not to be confounded with the ob- 
servances of the ceremonial law. However clearly, therefore, 
it may be proved that these are abolished, we have still a 
right to demand a substitute for circomciBion. 
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by the constitution of our nature for a dis- 

• 

pensation of a higher order than that which we 
possess; ,'partly material and partly spiritual, 
we req^uire truth to be presented before us in 
such a manner as shall most impress our minds ; 
and, since aU our knowledge is derived through 
the medium of our senses, the ordinances of 
Christianity are admirably adapted for our in- 
struction. Men have rushed into the most 
opposite extremes with reference to the forms 
of religion. On the one hand, there are those 
who regard them as repugnant to the spirit of 
Christianity, as a return to the bondage of the 
Jewish law, and as tending to degrade the 
worship of Him who is a Spirit : — on the other 
hand, there are those who invest them with 
superstitious attributes — who speak of the Sa- 
craments as " holy mysteries," and who venerate 
them as imparting to the soul the gift of re- 
generation, or the elements of spiritual life. 
Rightly considered, however, they will be 
found valuable, not from any intrinsic worth 
which they possess, but as representing spiritual 
truths by visible signs. Let no one say, *^ This 
is not needed." Our failing memories soon 
lose their most vivid impressions of spiritual 
truths, and these appeals to the outward senses 
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render that impression more permanent, or re- 
vive its dim and fading characters. The stranger 
who observed upon the fringe of the garments 
of the Israelites a blue ribbon, might regard it 
as worn by them as a mere ornament for the 
sake of display; but a Divine command had 
enjoined that they should wear it, that when 
they looked upon it, they might " remember 
the commandments of the Lord, and do them." 
So God has put the rainbow in the sky, that 
when men gaze upon its glorious and " triumphal 
arch," they may be reminded of the promise, 
that no deluge of water shall destroy the earth 
again. And Christian ordinances are, in a 
similar manner, memorials of truth. The two 
institutions of the Saviour have been observed 
age after age, and have been handed down from 
generation to generation. Their very silence 
has been more eloquent than words, in defence 
of the doctrines of which they are the ap- 
pointed signs. They have been observed from 
their earliest institution, until the present hour 
amidst all the heresies that have prevailed in the 
Church, and all the schisms that have rent it, 
immutable amidst all changes, and living amidst 
universal decay and death ; they have been cele- 
brated with splendour, (worthless splendour,) 
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when the Church has enjoyed prosperity, but 
they have never been neglected in the season of 
deepest adversity. The rite of baptism has been 
performed, and the death of Christ has been com- 
memorated, sometimes in a bam, and at other 
times in a cathedral ; sometimes in the humble 
sanctuary, at other times in the magnificent 
temple ; but no persecution, however bitter, 
has caused their observance to cease, even 
when the Lord's Supper was partaken by the 
early Christians amongst the tombs of the dead, 
and the Covenanter dedicated his child to God 
by baptism, in the wild glen of the forest, with 
armed sentinels around to give timely warning 
of the approaching foe. 

If I have correctly defined the nature of 
ritual observances, there is but little difficulty 
in replying to Mr. Noel's inquiries as to the 
eflfects of infant baptism. 

(1.) What is the benefit it confers on the 
child ? It is a sign that children are subjects 
of the Saviour's kingdom, whilst it typifies the 
cleansing influence which they need to purify 
their souls. I appeal to those who have been 
baptized in infancy — ^whether the recollection 
that they were dedicated to God in childhood 
has not exercised a beneficial influence upon 
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their minds — and whether in thoughtful mo- 
ments they have not been impressed by the 
remembrance that, even whilst they were the 
unconscums objects of the church's solicitude — 
its prayers ascended on their behalf. It may 
be replied, " Without baptism the child might 
receive parental training, and become a member 
of the pastor's bible class. From what means of 
instruction is the unbaptised child of Christian 
parents excluded, which would be open to the 
baptized child," p. 282. We do not dispute it 
— but if God has instituted a sign, are we 
at liberty to dispense with the use of that sign, 
because all the blessings which it typifies might 
be enjoyed without it? They might; but does 
not the sign direct our attention to them — 
impress our minds with a sense of their value — 
and survive amidst all corruptions in doctrine, 
as the emblem of God's gracious regard for 
children? Are we to be driven from the 
practice of this rite by the inquiry — ^what 
benefit docs infant baptism confer ? We might 
reply to Mr. Noel — What benefit has be- 
U^V0r*8 baptism conferred upon you? You 
OOttld have publicly declared your intention to 
^MI§ttII0e all sin, and to give yourself unre- 
<We41y to God. You might have professed 
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your faith in Christ, and joined his church, and 
approached his table, without believer's bap- 
tism. Tell us, what benefit is enjoyed by a 
baptized believer which a believer does not 
share. If your argument has any force in our 
case — ^remember it applies with equal force to 
your own.* 

(2.) The advantage of infant baptism is 
chiefly in the moral influence which it is 
adapted to exert upon the church and the 
world. 

*'It cannot add," says Mr. Noel, "to the 
obligations of the parent. Pious parents do 

* It Ib often urged as a reason for believers' baptism, that 
it is "necessanf in order to imitate the example of Christ** 
Because the Saviour was baptized hj John — and because he 
said, " Thus it becometh us to fulfil all righteousness ;" there- 
fore it is argued, " in order to" fulfil all righteousness, " the 
believer must be baptized." Again, we are told that the 
Saviour was not baptized when he was an in&nt, but when 
he was thirty years of age ; so that he sanctioned adult bap- 
tism by his example. This is a very unfortunate illustration 
for those to adduce who contend that baptism signifies a pro- 
fession of faith ; for whatever might have been the reason for 
which the Saviour was baptized, it is very evident that it was 
not as a penitent believer that he submitted to this ordinance. 
I apprehend that the Saviour's baptism was "his public 
designation " to the Messiahship. John was the forerunner of 
Christ, and was baptizing the nation to prepare the people 
for that kingdom which He was to establish. As the Founder 
of that kingdom, the Saviour submitted to the ceremonial 

P 
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not need this new inducement to educate their 
children well ; ungodly parents cannot feel its 
force." Beyond all doubt it cannot add to a 
parent's obligation to educate his children weU 
— ^but as we are often unmindful of our most 
solemn duties^ it may serve to enforce that 
obligation upon those on whom it deyolyes. 
The administration of the Lord's Supper 
neither originates nor increases the obligation 
of the believer to love the Saviour — ^but who 
that receives this ordinance does not feel his 



rite by which it was introduced — and hy it he became 
eeremoniaUy pwrifiedfor entering upon his office. The phrase 
"Thus it becometh ns to fulfil aU, righteonsneBS," means — 
Thus it becomes us to do what is right — what is in accordance 
with law. "Hence," remarks Olshausen, ''as Jesus was in 
a general sense a ysvofJievos wo vo/xov — one bom or made 
under the law, G^ iv. 4, hence declaring the baptism of St. John 
as being a Diyine institution, he was obliged to submit to it ; 
according to the Divine will it was to form the moment of 
his anointing with the Spirit— and of his solemn inauguration 
to the office of the Messianic King." (Olshausen on the 
Gospels, p. 176.) Dr. Whitby, in his commentary on this 
passage, remarks, " We may consider this as a plain argument 
that baptism may be administered to those who are not 
capable of cdl the purposes for which it was designed." All 
the Jewish priests were inaugurated into their office by a 
ceremonial purification of the body with water, and entered 
upon their office at thirty years of age. (See Numb. iv. 3.) 
And this I apprehend was the reason why the Saviour delayed 
bi^tism until that period. 
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love inflamed and his faith strengthened— and 
what parent who brings his chfld to baptism— 
who witnesses the application of water^ as an 
emblem of that purity which his child requires, 
and which the Holy Spirit alone can give — 
who receives from the minister the exhortation 
to train it in the nnrtiire and admonition of the 
Lord — and who listens to the fervent prayer 
that grace may be given him thus to train his 
child both by precept and example, but must 
retire deeply impressed from the solemn rite.* 
Should no impression be produced upon his 
mind — still he has been brought into contact 
with influences adapted to produce it; — and 
should he fail in the discharge of his parental 
duty — ^his own act will witness against him. 

* I subjoin the Charge to Parents, which is iwcaHcibUf 
giren whenever baptism is administered at Hanover Chapel, 
Feckham: — 

" I charge you, therefore, before God and the Lord Jesus 
Christ, who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appear- 
ing, and his kingdom — ^whose authority you have hereby ac- 
knowledged by a voluntary obedience, and whose command 
and promise you have now heard — that you bring up this 
child in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, and that 
you 80 train him by all the means of religious instruction 
in your power, both public and private— by vigilant, firm, 
fiuthfnl, and affectionate discipline — and by a holy example 
on your own part — that from a child he may know the Holy 

p 2 



212 SCRIPTURE BAPTISM. 

But even if an ungodly parent pervert this 
rite — it is still an emblem presented before the 
world of that change of nature which is needed 
by all who would become the subjects of the 
Saviour's kingdom ; thus the necessity of this 
change is not only taught by words — it is still 
more impressively set forth by an appropriate 
symbol. If, therefore, the observer inquires— 
" What mean ye by this service ? Why pour 
water on the forehead of a babe ?" we reply — 
the meaning of the ceremony is this — '* It is 
a symbolical representation of the spiritual 
purity required by every child, and of the 
merciful provision which the Gospel has made 
to regenerate and sanctify his fallen nature." If 
this be " ridiculous and absurd," then all forms 
are ridiculous — and the Jewish Dispensation 

■ScripturoB, which are able to make him wise unto salyaticm, 
through faith which is in Christ Jesus ; remembering always 
that baptism doth represent unto us our profession ; whu^ is 
to follow the example of our Saviour Christ, and to be made 
like unto him ; that as he died and rose again for us, should 
we who are baptized rise again unto righteousness; conti- 
nually mortifying all our evil and corrupt affections, and daify 
proceeding in all virtue and godliness of living." 

Services suited to the Solemnization of Matrimony — ^the 
Administration of Baptism, etc., extracted, arranged, abridged 
and altered, from the Offices of the Church of EngLmd, by 
William Bengo CoUyer, D.D., LL.D., etc. 
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was pre-eminently absurd. ''The senses, 
remember (it is an axiom of the greatest im- 
portance in ethics J are the most uniform^ least 
fallible, most impressive, most durable channels 
through which knowledge is conveyed to us. 
Hence all bad ethical schools, such as the 
Grecian sophists, the sceptics and Hume, have 
endeavoured to undermine our trust in them. 
Christianity, on the other hand, recognizes 
their validity as greater than that either of our 
imperfect underLding, or corrupted con- 
sciences, and rests its evidence on the testi- 
mony of the senses to miracles." 

(8.) Mr. Noel " asserts that infant baptism 
has very naturally led to the worse notion of 
baptismal regeneration." 

But what has the perversion of a doctrine to 
do with the truth of that doctrine ? or how can 
the perversion of an ordinance affect its Scrip- 
tural character? Has not the doctrine of 
justification by grace been awfully perverted by 
those who have continued in sin that grace 
might abound ; and has not the doctrine of the 
final perseverance of the saints been equally 
perverted by those who, relying on the belief 
that they were once the children of God, have 
remained unalarmed amidst the indulgence of 
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secret sin, or open profligacy? But who would 
venture to assert that these doctrines were iin- 
scriptural, because men have abused them ? And 
when Mr. Noel affirms that infant baptism natu- 
rally leads to the doctrine of baptismal regenera- 
tion, he does infustice, — great injustice to the nu- 
merous body in the Church of England, both 
clergy and laity, who repudiate this dangerous 
error, and still greater injustice to the Presby- 
terian, Wesleyan, and Congregational deno- 
minations, among whom this error has neyer 
been taught, and by whom the simple character 
of the ordinance of infant baptism has been 
always upheld. He will never find in any 
dissenting chapel he may visit, (and may he 
preach in many,) that mystic sanctity is sup- 
posed to reside in the baptismal water, or that 
the minister gives thanks to God that the " child 
is by baptism regenerate and grafted into the 
body of Christ's Church." And, if by far the 
majority of those who practise infant baptism, 
attach to it no saving virtue, how can he affirm 
that it naturally leads to the doctrine of bap- 
tismal regeneration ? The connexion between 
the two is just as unnatural y as is the connexion 
between an unholy life and the doctrine of the 
final perseverance of the saints. 
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That multitudes mistake the nature and de- 
sign of infant baptism, must be admitted. What, 
however, is this admission but the acknowledg- 
ment that all have not intelligent conceptions 
of Christian doctrine, or of Christian duties? 
But, on the other hand, there are multitudes 
more, who are neither deficient in intelligence 
or piety, who regard this ordinance as a Divinely 
appointed ceremony. And rightly considered, it 
is a most impressive and significant ordinance. 
Let us recall its nature and design. It meets the 
child upon the very threshold of a world of sin, 
and emblematically represents the cleansing 
influence by which the pollution of sin may be 
taken away. It indicates the benevolent nature 
of the dispensation under which we live, show- 
ing that it cares for the weakest and the hum- 
blest, and that its Great Founder does not 
deem little children too insignificant to share 
in its blessings. It keeps, by a visible ordi- 
nance, before the world and the Church, the 
precious truth, that the Holy Spirit is provided 
to renew the corrupt nature of those who share 
by their birth in the consequences of Adam's 
transgression. It is to the parent a sign of 
God's merciful regard for his child, whilst it is a 
public pledge given by the parent, that he will 
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train the baptized little one in the '^nurture 
and admonition of the Lord." The ordinance 
may be abused, mistaken, mis-represented ; but 
neither the abuse, the mistake, nor the mis- 
representation can diminish its value or affect 
its scriptural character. 

And now, my dear friend, my task is done ; 
wouli that it had been better performed, 
but little leisure has been afforded me, amidst 
the pressing duties of that Sacred office, which 
require all a minister's energies and time. 
Kindly excuse the defects, and candidly 
examine the arguments which these letters 
contain. Whatever may be the decision at 
which you arrive, I rejoice that this contro- 
versy is on no fundamental doctrine of the 
Christian faith; and I hope you will never 
be tempted to exalt it into undue pro- 
minence. 

It is not the atonement for which we are con- 
tending; and since both Baptists and Psedo- 
baptists are standing near to the Saviour's cross, 
they cannot go very far astray from the 
truth as it is in Jesus. They are now sur- 
rounded by the shadows of earth; they will 
soon be amidst the clear and effulgent light of 
Heaven; — now they know in part; there they 
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shall know eyen as they are known ; and since 
we are all journeying to that world, may ^^ all 
bitterness, and wrath, and clamour, and evil 
speaking be put far away ;" and may we " walk 
in love, even as Christ has loved them." 

Believe me. 

Yours truly. 



I 
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Note A. — Page 61. 

^' In every case it has been assumed without 
proof, or even an effort at proof, that the bap- 
tism spqken of is external — just as if there were 
no such idea in the Word of God as internal 
baptism, or, as if it were of no importance, and, 
therefore, it is always d priori probable, that 
whenever the word is used, the external rite 
is meant — so probable that it may be always 
assumed without proof. * * What, then, 
are the facts as they present themselves in the 
New Testament ? They are these : — 

First. There is a baptism, infinitely more im- 
portant than the external baptism, and of which 
the external baptism is but a sign. 

Secondly. In the spiritual baptism, a believer 
is actually purged from gmlt and sin by the 
Holy Ghost. In the external, the forgiveness 
of sins is openly announced to him, on the 
assumption that he has repented^ and believes 
as he professes. 
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Thirdly. The person baptized is regarded 
as calling on the name of the Lord for forgive- 
ness—and the baptism as announcing his for- 
giveness in the name of the Lord^ Acts xxii^ 16. 

Fourthly. In the case of internal baptism, 
there is no such external use of the name of 
God, but a real forgiveness, resulting in actual 
union to Christ. Hence, 

Fifthly. The form /8aWTi^e<ySa« eU ovofjia Xpiffrov 
— ^is adapted to express the external baptism ; 
^7rri}^B(f9ai iis Xpitrrov, to express the internal 
baptism that actually unites to Christ. 

Sixthly. To this view all facts accord. For 
every instance where ovofjM is used, there is 
internal evidence to prove that external bap- 
tism is meant. Matt, xxviii, 19 ; Acts ii, 38 ; 
viii, 16 ; x, 48 ; xix, 5 ; xxii, 16 ; 1 Cor. i, 
18, 15. 

But in every case where ovofjia is omitted, 
and ek precedes Xpiarov or <ra;/xff, denoting the 
spiritual body of Christ, there is internal evi- 
dence that external baptism is not meant, and 
that internal is meant, Bom. vi, 3 ; 1 Cor. xii, 
13 ; Gal. iii, 27. — ^Baptism, with reference to 
its import and modes, by Edward Beecher, 
p. 111. 
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Note B.— Page 62. 



^^The close connexion and correspondence 
of the verses 11 and 12^ make it evident that 
they refer to the same subject^ and that this 
subject is the purification of the soul. The 
circumcision not effected with the hand^ is 
spiritual purification ; the putting off all sensual 
propensities is a spiritual purification ; the cir- 
cumcision of Christ is a spiritual purification ; 
and as in this spiritual purification the Christian 
becomes dead to the worlds and is as it were 
buried with Christ; so also is he raised by 
faith to a life of holiness. If the burial with 
Christ by baptism correspond to the spiritual 
and Christian purification before mentioned, it 
cannot be immersion in water. If from this 
burial the Christian is raised by faith, it cannot 
be immersion in water. It is scarcely possible 
for any context more clearly to indicate the 
spiritual nature of the subject to which the 
word fiaTrrifffML is applied." — Christian Bap- 
tism, by John H. Godwin, p. 171. 

Note C. — Page 66. 

" It has been doubted whether the Apostle 
meant to compare baptism with the water of 
the deluge or with the ark, or to compare 
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generally the way in which Christians are 
sayed^ with the way in which Noah and his 
i&mily were saved ; but when the words are 
carefully examined^ there is no room for these 
doubts. The translation of the words in our 
version is strictly Kteral, from the reading 
adopted^ but it is not very intelligible. To the 
question^ what does the expression, ' the like 
figure whereunto even baptism' mean, I can give 
no answer. The words may be rendered with 
perfect accuracy, ' which was a type, or figure 
of the baptism which saves us ;' that is, which 
water of the deluge is a type, or significant 
resemblance (for that it was a type in the strict 
sense of the word, as a foreshowing dimly to 
the ante-deluvians Christian baptism, or its 
meaning, is a principle utterly without support)^ 
of baptism which saves us. It is, however, 
right to say, that there is another reading 
which, since the manuscripts of the New 
Testament have been more careftdly collated 
than they had been when our excellent version 
was made, has been generally preferred by the 
most learned and judicious scholars, and which 
gives this rendering,* ^ which,' referring to 

* The Textns Eeceptus gives w j Griesbach, Lachmanii. 
etc., give o. 
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water, ' which also saves us/ baptism, which 
corresponds to, or is figuratively represented 
by the water of the deluge. It is as if the 
Apostle had said, water saved the family of 
Noah, and it may be said water also saves us. 
I refer to baptism which, in this respect, re- 
sembles the waters of the deluge, both being 
connected by the Divine appointment, with 
salvation or deliverance." — Expository Dis- 
courses on 1st Peter; by John Brown, D.D., 
—p. 399, 400. 

Note D. — Page 154. 

" This argument rests not merely upon the 
inquiry, whether in the instances recorded in 
the New Testament, there were children be- 
longing to those particular households; but 
upon those examples which evidently authorize 
the administration of the ordinance to families 
collectively. The repeated and familiar mention 
of household baptism implies, that it was a 
common usage to administer the ordinance to 
whole families or households collectively." — 
Coleman's Christian Antiquities, p. 119. 
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